Burton 


PUBLIC LIBRARY 


The American Genéalosist'' 


New Haven Genealogical Magazine 


Whole Number 33 {> July, 1932 Vol. IX, No. 1 


&aThe first eight volumes, published under the title, ‘‘ New Haven Genea- 
logical Magazine,’’ were devoted almost entirely to the families of the 
original township of New Haven, a territory which includes ten of the 
townships into which New Haven County, Conn., is now divided. A few 
complete sets are still available at $60.00 each; single issues, $2.50 each; 


CONTENTS 

PAGE 
Probate Law and OCustom.............ccceeccscccnerccecseveucenes 4 
Pre-American Ancestries.—I. Francis 9 
Wethersfield Vital Records, 1635-1665................0cccscuuee 27 
Branford Church Records, 1688-1706. 31 
The Wife of Rev. Abraham’ Pierson..............0000eeeeeeeeeeees 37 
Thomas Barnes and John Andrews of Farmington, Conn. ............ 40 
Family Records (Marble and Kellogg, New York)................4. 42 

Corrections of Printed Authorities: 
Early Springfield Records... 44 
The Wife of John’ Goodrich of Wethersfield................2.-. 44 
Genealogical Items from the Medical Journal of John Winthrop...... 54 
The American Genealogist... ... 62 


Published by Donald Lines Jacobus, 554 Central Avenue, New Haven, Conn. 

- Printed by The Tuttle, Morehouse & Taylor Company, New Haven, Conn. 

Current volume (four issues): $6.00. Single issues: $2.50 each. 

The contents of every issue are fully protected by copyright. This applies particu- 
larly to special articles, a of material, etc. Nothing in the public domain 
[official public records of the United States or political subdivisions thereof] can be 
appropriated and copyrighted by publishers, hence public records published herein 
may be quoted without permission. Permission must be obtained to quote or 
republish any other material printed in this magazine. 


| 


THE AMERICAN GENEALOGIST 


Editor-in-Chief 
Donaup Lines Jacosus, M.A., New Haven, Connecticut 


Review Editor 
GruBert H. Doang, B.A., Lincoln, Nebraska 


Query Department Editor 
M. Esq., Washington, D. C. 


Index Editor 
Miss HELEN D, Love, South Kent, Connecticut 


Contributing Editors 
Mrs. EvizaBeTH FRENCH BartuLett, Boston, Massachusetts 
Water E. Corsrn, Esq., Florence, Massachusetts 
Mrs. Mary Lovertne Houtman, Watertown, Massachusetts 
ConkKLIN Mann, Esq., New York, N. Y. 
B. Maryeg, Esq., Baltimore, Maryland 
Smwney Aveustus Esq., Marblehead, Massachusetts 
Miss Linian J. Renstone, B.A., M.B.E., 3 Seckford Street, 

Woodbridge, Suffolk, Eng. 

F. Hersert Samira, Esgq., Baltimore, Maryland 
CLARENCE A. Torrey, Esq., Dorchester, Massachusetts 
Mrs. DeWirr Van Buren, Riverhead, Suffolk County, N. Y. 
Mrs. James T. Watts, Washington, D. C. 
W. Hersert Woon, B.A., Elbridge, New York 


The Editor-in-Chief is solely responsible for the financial liability and the 


general policies of THz AMERICAN GENEALOGIST, and his own articles. While 
every effort will be made to accept and publish only reliable data from 
competent genealogists, neither the magazine nor the Editor-in-Chief will 
be responsible for errors of fact or opinion on the part of contributors. 
The responsibility of members of the editorial staff, as well as of casual 
contributors, is limited to articles published under their own names. 


CoPpyYRIGHT, 1932 
BY 
THE AMERICAN GENEALOGIST 


| 
| 


THE AMERICAN GENEALOGIST 


Editor-in-Chief 
Donavp Lines Jacosus, M.A., New Haven, Connecticut 


Review Editor 
GruBert H. Doane, B.A., Lincoln, Nebraska 


Query Department Editor 
Puiure M. Smiru, B.A., Washington, D. C. 


Index Editor 
Miss HELEN D, Love, South Kent, Connecticut 


Contributing Editors 
Mrs. EvizanetH Frencu Bartiett, Boston, Massachusetts 
Mrs. Sarau A. W, Burr, Norfolk, Conn. 
Water E. Corsrn, Esq., Florence, Massachusetts 
Mrs. Mary Lovertne HotMaAn, Watertown, Massachusetts 
ConkLIN Mann, Esq., New York, N. Y. 
B. Marye, Esq., Baltimore, Maryland 
Sripney Avucustus MeErRIAM, Esq., Marblehead. Massachusetts 
G. ANDREWS Morrarty, A.M., LL.B., F.S.A., Bristol, R. 1. 
Miss Liuian J. Repstone, B.A., M.B.E., Woodbridge, Suffolk, 

Eng. 

Capt. YALE Situ, Sandisfield, Mass. 
Herbert F. Esq., Baltimore, Maryland 
CLARENCE A. Torrey, PH.B., Dorchester, Massachusetts 
Mrs. DeWitt Van Buren, Riverhead, Suffolk County, N. Y. 
Mrs. James T. Warts, Washington, D. C. 
W. Hersert Woon, B.A., Elbridge, Onondaga County, N. Y. 


The Editor-in-Chief is solely responsible for the financial liability and the 
general policies of THE AMERICAN GENEALOGIST, and his own articles. While 
every effort will be made to accept and publish only reliable data from 
competent genealogists, neither the magazine nor the Editor-in-Chief will 
be responsible for errors of fact or opinion on the part of contributors. 
The responsibility of members of the editorial staff, as well as of casual 
contributors, is limited to articles published under their own names. 


68694 


92°, | 
| Lo! 
| 
| 
| 


PREFACE 


THE AMERICAN GENEALOGIST is an independent journal of 
genealogy, not connected with any society or organization. Its 
editorial staff is a voluntary association of genealogists, profes- 
sional and amateur, who are giving their time and services to aid 
in producing ‘‘a quarterly of quality’’ for the benefit of all who 
are interested in the subject. The aim is to elevate the standards 
of genealogical scholarship, while at the same time providing 
readable and helpful articles for those who are seeking knowl- 
edge. We will not print junk or bunk, nor warmed-over data 
filched from the pages of earlier investigators. We demand 
documentation, and maintain that the only primary sources of 
knowledge are official records and contemporary writings. We 
will ruthlessly expose blunders and long-accepted errors, and will 
correct our own mistakes if we are misguided in our statements. 

Since we lack the financial backing of society dues or endow- 
ments, we must depend upon the subscriptions of our friends to 
pay printing bills and other costs. Subscriptions to the present 
volume have proved barely sufficient. We need renewals and 
new subscriptions, to enable us to maintain our standards and the 
quality of the magazine, and to meet the competition of a few 
periodicals of low grade which have recently been marketed by 
racketeers who seek to derive dividends from genealogy at the 
expense of the uninformed and to the detriment of the reputable 
journals. We shall not, in any circumstances, haul down the 
flag of our integrity, nor yield to the solicitations of those who 
wish us to approve and print desirable but unproved and 
unprovable pedigrees. 

Some of the members of our editorial staff earn their living by 
genealogical research, and because of this and the fact that their 
services to the magazine are donated, complain that some of our 
readers address them as if they were conducting an information 
bureau, even omitting postage for replies. Our Query Depart- 
ment is open to personal subscribers, and we regret that we 
cannot offer a free consultation service to those who read the 
magazine in libraries. 
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TRADITION AND FAMILY HISTORY 


Tradition is a chronic deceiver, and those who put faith in it 
are self-deceivers. This is not to say that tradition is invariably 
false. Sometimes a modicum of fact lies almost hidden at its 
base. The probability of its falsehood increases in geometric 
ratio as the lineage claimed increases in grandeur. 

Every Rogers family has a tradition of descent from John 
Rogers the Martyr; every Adams family links itself tradition- 
ally with the Braintree stem which produced two presidents. 
There is nothing surprising in this. It is human nature to be 
vain, and belief in the importance of one’s family is merely an 
extension of personal vanity. We all prefer to hide the skeleton 
in the closet, and to display the heraldic device which we would 
fain believe our knightly ancestors sanctified with their blood. 

To show how quickly and easily a tradition emerges out of 
nothing, let us invent a story. During the presidency of the 
first Adams, a humble Adams family is living in a frontier 
settlement. The Adams boy is asked by another whether he is 
related to the great man. The boy is intrigued; if a kinship 
can be ‘claimed, he will be able to hold his own against the 
Sheriff’s son when boasts of parental importance are made. So 
he takes the question to old ‘‘Granther’’ Adams, as the most 
likely to know. The aged man, his own days of activity over, 
becomes animated when thus appealed to as an authority on the 
family history. Well, now, he doesn’t rightly know, but when 
he was living as a young blade back in New England, he once 
met a man named Adams in a tavern, and come to talk things 
over, they were related somehow, and he had heard it said as 
how this man he was talking with was connected with the 
Braintree Adamses. Come to think of it, there probably was a 
connection way back. Yes, sir, he wouldn’t be surprised if 
there was. 

The elated youngster next day, when exchanging boasts with 
the Sheriff’s son, proudly announces that he is related to Presi- 
dent Adams. Way bark, of course, but it was the same family. 
His grandfather told him, and he guessed his grandfather knew 
what he was talking about. 

Twenty-five years later, the Adams youngster is a man of 
affairs, with boys of his own. The Adams myth, from constant 
retelling in his own boyhood, has become fixed in his mind as 
an implacable fact, true as gospel. He could not repeat exactly, 
if asked to do so, the maundering words of his grandfather, but 
he was certainly left with a distinct impression that a relation- 
ship existed. In all these years, the reality of the claim never 
has been disproved, probably not even challenged. When he 
pridefully tells his own boys about the Adams family, he believes 
he is telling the strict truth. Yes, boys, we belong to the same 
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family as President Adams; I had it straight from my grand- 
father’s own lips. 

Thus in a quarter of a century a strong, enduring tradition 
has completed its miraculous growth. Thus do the tiny seeds 
of vanity germinate and produce the towering trees of an 
illustrious Family History. 

While our example is entirely fictitious, every experienced 
genealogist knows of erroneous and thoroughly disproved tradi- 
tions which must have originated in some such way. Nor are 
such erroneous traditions restricted to claims of exalted lineage 
or connections. They may refer merely to the nationality of 
the immigrant ancestor, or to the original place of residence in 
this country, or to any other detail of the family history. 

Among families whose surnames are of French origin, or are 
similar to French names, there is likely to be the French 
Huguenot tradition. Genealogists who realize how many 
Norman-French names were carried into England with the 
Conqueror, do well to view such claims with suspicion until 
proved. Traditions of Welsh origin of early colonial families 
are seldom verified. 

In one family it was understood that an ancestor was French, 
came over with Lafayette and served under him in the Revolu- 
tionary War. But this ancestor’s birth and death records were 
actually found in his father’s family Bible, and the ancestry in 
this country went back to 1644; he did serve in the Revolution, 
and his son married a woman whose ancestry was originally 
French. There had been here some mingling of traditions from 
different sides of the family. 

It was supposed in another family that the first known male 
line ancestor (born 1767) came from Martha’s Vineyard. 
Investigation revealed not a single occurrence of the surname in 
the vital records of the Vineyard prior to 1850. The ancestry 
was eventually located elsewhere. But this ancestor married a 
girl who was born on Martha’s Vineyard. Here the tradition 
was correct except that it had become associated with the wrong 
ancestral line. 

We all recognize the fallibility of tradition when the traditions 
of some other person’s family arg questioned. When our own 
are at stake, it is a different matter. Our grandmother had a 
marvellous memory, and we know that every word she told us 
was gospel truth. After all, she was our grandmother, and it 
is asking a great deal to suggest that we give up one detail of 
her cherished memoirs. 

The present writer had a great-uncle who took an interest in 
the family history, and my mother wrote down his account. He 
started with his great-grandfather, who was one of three brothers 
who came over. Actually, he was one of three brothers, but 
they were of the fourth generation in America. Did my great- 


TRADITION AND FAMILY HISTORY 3 


uncle merely assume that the first ancestor he knew about was 
the original settler, or did my mother misunderstand him? 
They both possessed good minds for details, yet this much of 
error crept into the account. 

Just why so many traditions center around three brothers who 
came over, is a problem that has never been solved. Brothers 
often did come to America, but there were instances of two 
brothers, and even of four and five, as well as of three. 

The dear old aunt of the writer was born a Wilmot, and firmly 
believed in the high, even titled, connections of the family. She 
had, indeed, a detailed account which on slight provocation she 
could be induced to relate. We were of the same blood as the 
notorious John Wilmot, Earl of Rochester. Parenthetically, it 
should be explained that the old lady did not know of Rochester’s 
reputation for profligacy, and the writer never enlightened her. 
The last descendant of Rochester, according to her story, had 
died leaving a large property, including an entire square in 
London. The nearest heir was a maiden lady named Wilmot 
who had come to this country from England and lived in the 
same city with my aunt’s brother. She died before taking 
possession of the property. My uncle had met her and discussed 
the family history with her, and they were agreed that our 
branch of Wilmots were ‘‘next in line.”’ 

In vain did I protest that the Earl of Rochester’s only son 
died a minor, and that the title died with him, while the family 
estates descended to the daughters who carried them by marriage 
into other families. She merely set her lips in a firm line and 
= ‘‘Well, I’m not lying about it; I guess I know what I 

ow.”’ 

Of course she was not lying. Just how this story originated 
can only be surmised. Quite likely the Wilmot lady from Eng- 
land was deluded by an ‘‘inheritance mania’’ and imagined 
much of what she told to my relatives; and it is not impossible 
that my aunt in part misunderstood or misinterpreted the story. 

Again, on the writer’s paternal side there was a story of a 
lost inheritance. My grandfather, early in life, joined an asso- 
ciation of Anneke Jans heirs, as he understood that his Doremus 
grandmother was a descendant. The marriage certificate of his 
parents was turned over to the association’s lawyer, and never 
recovered, and it was believed that the lawyer ‘‘sold out’’ to the 
opposing interests. This was the story as it came to me from my 
grandfather’s lips. But so far as my own investigations have 
gone, I have failed to find a scrap of evidence to prove that my 
Doremus ancestress descended from Anneke Jans at all. Per- 
haps she did, but it is very doubtful, and until and unless record 
proof is forthcoming, I shall not claim the line. 

It is natural for people to feel that a special sanctity inheres 
in the traditions of their own family. To doubt them is to 
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doubt the veracity of their parents and grandparents. The 
genealogist should therefore be gentle and tactful when his 
investigations run counter to the cherished traditions. Those 
who employ genealogists, on the other hand, should realize that 
their genealogist gets no pleasure out of destroying their tradi- 
tions. He is employed to ascertain the truth, and it is his duty 
to report what the records reveal. 

Although few traditions prove to be true in every particular, 
the genealogist should not, with a superior air, dismiss a tradi- 
tion as unworthy of consideration. Occasionally a traditional 
statement is found to be very close to the truth. The majority 
of them contain some element of truth, however misapplied or 
encircled with error. Therefore, traditions should be sifted and 
tested, and utilized as clues, but not accepted as true until 
verified from contemporary documentary sources. 


PROBATE LAW AND CUSTOM 


Aside from the vital records kept in early days by the towns 
and churches, no source of information is so important gene- 
alogically as the probate records; and even the vital statistics 
cannot as a rule be distributed correctly into family groups 
without the aid of the probate entries. When a man’s will 
named each child specifically, as well as his wife, we know that 
we have a family group proved by sound legal evidence, and the 
same is true in intestate estates when the Court ordered the 
estate distributed to the widow and children. 

An estate, in legal parlance, is testate when there is a will, 
and intestate when there is not. A will has to receive the 
approval of the Court, and if not approved, the estate becomes 
intestate. It is customary for the will to name one or more 
Executors to carry out its provisions; when not named, or if the 
Executor named died before the testator (maker of the will), 
the Court appoints an Administrator ‘‘cum testamento annexo’’ 
(with the will annexed). In intestate estates, the Court appoints 
an Administrator, whose duties are similar to those of the Execu- 
tor in testate estates, except that there being no will, the estate 
will have to be distributed in accordance with the laws of 
inneritance of the time and place. 

A nuncupative will is one which is expressed by word of mouth 
in the presence of witnesses, instead of being committed to writ- 
ing. In former days, wills of this type were more common than 
to-day, and Courts often admitted the wills, not only of soldiers 
and sailors before going into action, but those of any person who 
thus expressed his will orally in expectation of dying soon. 
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Differing according to the time and place, either two or three 
witnesses were required for the making of a valid will whether 
written or oral. These witnesses, when the Executor presented 
the will in Court, were required to acknowledge their signatures 
and to express their belief that the testator was of sound mind 
when he signed the will or expressed it orally in their presence. 
Sometimes a young woman witness had married in the interval 
between the making and proving of the will, and proof of her 
marriage is thus afforded by the records of an estate in which 
she had no personal interest. 

In the early days in some parts of the country, wills were 
proved by the witnesses before a Magistrate in the town where 
they and the testator lived, and the Magistrate then certified 
their acknowledgment to the Probate Court. This was a matter 
of convenience, since the Probate District often covered an entire 
county or at least several towns. In such cases, the acknowledg- 
ment of the witnesses may be dated several days before the will 
was presented for probate. The important dates to note are 
that on which the will was made (specified in the will itself), 
that on which the witnesses made acknowledgment, and that on 
which the will was presented in Court. Of these three dates, 
the testator certainly died between the first and the last, and 
thus the date of his death is often fixed within a period of a 
week or a month if he died soon after the will was made. The 
acknowledgment of the witnesses, when made after the testator’s 
death, often enables us to fix the date of death within an even 
more narrow limit. 

But it later became the practice (and in some sections may 
have been the practice quite early) to have the witnesses make 
their acknowledgment before a notary or other qualified officer 
at the time the will was signed. Amateurs when making rapid 
notes of an estate sometimes discover that they have taken down 
the same date for the making of the will and its probation 
(proving). This is because for the second date they have noted 
the date on which the witnesses acknowledged their signatures, 
in one of the instances where this was done the day the will was 
made. The genealogist should be careful to watch for this, and 
where the dates are identical, to make sure that they have found 
the date on which the will was approved by the Court. When 
using a record volume in which wills and probate proceedings 
were entered, it may be found that the probate clerk entered 
first the will and acknowledgment of witnesses and last of all 
the probation of the will with the date of the Court; on the 
other hand, he may have entered at the head or in the middle 
of a page the words ‘‘At a Court of Probate held in XYZ the 
second Tuesday in March 1723/4’’ and then entered records for 
several pages pertaining to several estates which came before 
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that Court hearing. In the latter case, it is necessary to look 
back carefully through several pages until the date is found. 

In New York State, the Surrogate’s Court corresponds roughly 
to the Probate Court of other sections. 

It was customary in intestate estates for a relative of the 
deceased to petition the Court for administration. In some 
sections, a written petition, naming all who had an interest in 
the estate, was required, but in most sections of the country, this 
was not required at a very early date. When such a petition is 
found, it is extremely valuable, for it usually states the names 
and places of residence of the heirs, and specifies how they were 
related to the deceased. 

If an estate proved to be insolvent, then, unless there was a 
will or a petition naming the heirs, the records of the estate are 
very disappointing to the genealogist. The widow was allowed 
her dower (or third) and the rest of the estate went to the 
creditors, 

In quite early days, it was customary, when a girl married, for 
the father to give her part or all of her ‘‘portion,’’ usually in 
movables, so as to help her set up housekeeping. The bride- 
groom’s father might aid by conveying land to his son on which 
to build a house. Because of these customs, the inventories of 
estates in early days do not give us a fair idea of the actual 
wealth of many decedents, since the property inventoried was 
merely what was left after providing at least partially for 
several children. When a child had received its full portion 
during the father’s lifetime, his will may fail to make any men- 
tion of that child. This is particularly true when the will was 
nuncupative or written hastily when the man was dying. As 
it was the custom to keep an account book in which the value of 
property ‘‘advanced’’ to each child was carefully entered, the 
Executor of the estate, if a child omitted from the will made a 
claim, could produce the dead man’s own account book in Court 
to prove that that child was entitled to nothing further. 

In intestate estates, the Court gave an order for distribution, 
after hearing the testimony of heirs and examining deeds and 
account books. Sometimes the Court order specifies that John, 
the eldest son, has received his full portion, that Joseph has 
received £10 towards his portion, and so on, and directs what 
amount each child is to receive. The distribution made by the 
Administrator carries out the order, but shows just what prop- 
erty was ‘‘set out’’ to each child. Where some of the children 
had received their full portions during the lifetime of the 
deceased, the Court order may make reference to this fact, while 
the distribution may omit any mention of them. Hence, the 
genealogist who uses only the files may be misled by the distri- 
bution into believing that there were no other surviving children 
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than those named therein, while an examination of the Court 
order in the record volumes would prove the contrary. 

In New England the general rule of distribution was for the 
widow to receive as her ‘‘dower’’ the use of one-third of the 
realty for life, and one-third of the movables absolutely. The 
children received two-thirds of the movables and realty as well 
as an interest in the one-third of the realty which was subject 
to the widow’s dower. Where there were no children, a man’s 
brothers and sisters usually came in for the two-thirds interest. 
If a will gave a wife less than the dower allowed her by law, she 
had a good legal claim to refuse the legacy given her by will 
and to demand her legal dower. 

It was a somewhat general practice in the very early colonial 
period itor sons to receive their portions in realty and for 
daughters to receive theirs in movables. The eldest son by 
English law received the landed estate; but in this country land 
was so plentiful at first that it was not considered good public 
policy in the development of an unsettled region to entail estates 
for the benefit of the eldest son. In New England he received 
a double portion in consideration of his ‘‘birthright.’’ There- 
fore, when the genealogist finds in a deed that Samuel Smith 
conveyed a one-seventh interest in the estate of his father John 
Smith deceased, he may conclude that John Smith left six sur- 
viving children, each of whom received one-seventh except the 
eldest son who received two-sevenths. 

It is usually easier to trace male lines than female, as the 
surname did not change. Daughters may have been unmarried 
when the father’s will was made, or even if married, the will 
and distribution may fail to specify anything but their Christian 
names. When a will states that ‘‘my daughters Mary and 
Martha shall have five shillings apiece, which with what they 
have received heretofore shall be their entire portion out of my 
estate,’’ and that ‘‘my daughter Grace shall have £30 to make 
her equal with her sisters,’’ the genealogist may assume that 
Mary and Martha were married before the will was made and 
had received their portions at marriage, and that Grace was an 
unmarried daughter. 

While a wife who was the mother of the children could claim 
her legal ‘‘thirds,’’ an exception should be noted when a widower 
married a widow above child-bearing age. It was customary in 
such cases, since the widower wanted his estate to go to his 
children, and the widow wanted her movables to go to her own, 
to draw up ‘‘articles,’’ an antenuptial agreement specifying 
what each party reserved. It might be that the elderly bride- 
groom allowed the widow £10 and a cow out of his estate at his 
death, in return for the use of such movables as she brought into 
his house, and that she reserved the movables to herself and her 
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heirs if she survived the second husband, or to her children if 
she died before him. Such second marriages were almost an 
economic necessity to our ancestors who lived under primitive 
conditions, and it was quite usual for agreements to be made 
prior to the second marriage, to protect the interest of the chil- 
dren of the contracting parties. These agreements were binding 
in law, and precluded the claim to legal dower. Sometimes they 
were recorded at the time, or in the probate records after the 
second husband had died. Again, they were merely referred to 
in the will, without ever being recorded. The writer has seen 
one will which does not even make mention ef the testator’s 
wife, yet there is other evidence to show that he had married a 
widow who survived him. She was doubtless provided for by 
one of these antenuptial agreements, which in this case was not 
recorded or referred to in the public records, 

Early wills often named more than one Executor, and quite 
frequently a man named a relative of his own and a relative of 
his wife to serve together. This was done to safeguard the 
interests of everybody concerned. In addition to Executors, 
two or three Overseers were also named in many early wills or 
were appointed by the Courts. Their duty was advisory, and 
often they were prominent men of the community, though 
oceasionally they were related to the testator or to his wife. 

It is well to examine the bond of the Executor or Admin- 
istrator, because the law required that one or more persons 
should endorse the bond as sureties. These bondsmen, since 
there were no professional bonding houses until a late period, 
were most often relatives of the decedent; if a man’s wife was 
Executrix, very often her relatives signed her bond. Thus, when 
the identity of a man’s wife is unknown, the bond sometimes 
affords a clue. This should be sought in the files, because in 
most probate districts the record volumes only specify that the 
bond was accepted without a copy being entered; and the names 
of the bondsmen are not always stated in the record of accep- 
tance. The originals are also useful because of the autographs 
of the Executors and bondsmen. 

Guardians were appointed by the Court for children under 
fourteen years of age; at fourteen or over, the child was allowed 
to choose his own guardian, subject to the approval of the Court. 
Hence, if a guardian was appointed, it is usually safe to assume 
that the child was under fourteen. If the record reads that 
James Johnson was allowed guardian to Jane Robinson, the 
inference is that she chose him and hence was over fourteen. 
Although as a rule children chose their guardians when they 
reached fourteen or a little over, it is never safe to assume this 
unless the record states the age, for circumstances not known to 
us may have deferred the choice of guardian until the child was 
fifteen, sixteen, or even twenty. ' 
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Considerable study and knowledge of English law of the 
earlier centuries is needed to arrive at correct deductions when 
unusual probate cases are found. At the death of a young 
unmarried man named Farnes, the Court granted the estate to 
his paternal uncle, to the exclusion of his sister of the half blood. 
Why? Well, we may suspect that the matter of ‘‘publie policy’’ 
entered into the decision, for the uncle was an incompetent who 
might become a town charge, while the half-sister lived outside 
the jurisdiction of the Court. But the legal point made was 
that the property came from the paternal side, while the half- 
sister was related only through the mother. 

The amateur should not feel too secure in the deductions he 
makes from probate records until his personal research is suffi- 
ciently extensive to provide many examples of the various types 
of legal procedure, as well as an occasional exception to the more 
familiar types. Differences in law and methods of procedure 
are to be found in different colonies, and although most of the 
information given in this paper applies pretty generally, and I 
did not wish to confuse the reader by noting too many excep- 
tions, the practicing genealogist will know offhand of a few 
exceptions, and the amateur will have to watch for differences or 
exceptions in the specific locality where he is working. 


PRE-AMERICAN ANCESTRIES 


[A series of articles will appear under this title, which will make a 
critical examination of ancestral lines of American colonists which have 
been published in the past. Many of these alleged ancestries are readily 

roved false, especially where titled or royal ancestry has been claimed. 
t is hoped that the present articles will not be entirely destructive in 
character; yet before the correct parentage of American colonists can be 
established, it will be found constructive to clear away the debris of 
incorrect or fictitious claims which have been unreflectingly accepted by 
many descendants. | 

I. FRANCIS NICHOLS OF STRATFORD 
By DonaLp Lines Jacosus 


The English ancestry to be examined and criticized in the 
present paper is that set forth in ‘‘Sergeant Francis Nicholls,’’ 
by Walter Nicholls, published by the Grafton Press, New York 
City, 1909. It is there stated that Francis Nicholls of Ampthill, 
co. Bedford, Eng., married Margaret Bruce and had four chil- 
dren: Edward, Francis, Bruce (a daughter), and Richard; of 
whom the last-named was Governor of the Province of New York 
in 1664, but returned to England and died there. It is then 
claimed that the younger Francis, brother of the Governor, was 
identical with Sergeant Francis Nichols of Stratford, Conn. 

It is unnecessary to undertake special research to prove or 
disprove this claim, for it is effectually disproved by the very 
evidence which the author gives in his book. There are three 
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pieces of evidence which possess importance, found on page 12 
and page 13 of the book, and we take the liberty of quoting 
from them. 

1. A literal translation is given of the inscription (in Latin) 
on the monument to the memory of Col. Richard Nicholls (the 
Governor) in the church at Ampthill. ‘‘Richard Nicholls, son 
of Francis Nicholls and Margaret Bruce. ..... He had for his 
brothers besides William, who died at an Early period, Edward 
and Francis, both of them Captains of foot, who impatient of 
the vile Slavish tyrrany [sic] which at that time oppressed 
England, preferred Exile, if Exile it Can be Called, to follow 
after a banished King—and dying, departed for their Heavenly 
Country, the former at Paris, and the other at the Court of the 
Hague.’’ 

2. The will of Margaret (Bruce) Nicholls, dated 20 Apr. 
1651, left all her effects to the relief of her son Francis, 

3. The will of Sir William Craford, Knt., of Beckerings Park, 
co. Bedford, dated 24 Feb. 1634 and probated 28 May 1636 at 
the Prerogative Court at Canterbury, gave £50 to Margaret 
Bruce, wife of Francis Nicholls, and £150 to Francis Nicholls, 
Esq., now in the Indies, 

While the above statements have not been verified, the present 
writer has no reason to doubt their substantial accuracy. Accept- 
ing this evidence at face value, it conflicts with and disproves 
the conelusions which Mr. Nicholls attempted to deduce from it. 

Since Richard Nicolls came to this country as Governor of New 
York, and since his father Francis in 1634 was in ‘‘the Indies,”’ 
it is not surprising that the effort has been made to identify the 
Stratford Francis with Francis of the Ampthill family. But a 
little study should be sufficient to convince us that such identi- 
fication is an impossibility, 

What is actually known of the American Francis? He was 
one of the founders of Stratford, Conn., in 1639, and in October 
of that year was appointed by the General Court of Connecticut 
Colony to take charge of military affairs in the youthful settle- 
ment at Stratford. The highest title applied to him was that of 
Sergeant. His children and grandchildren married for the 
most part into families of the better class; but neither he nor his 
sons were referred to in terms that would lead us to suspect that 
they belonged to the English gentry; and no member of the 
family in the first three generations rose to the higher grades 
of rank in either the military or civil service of the colony. 
From all this, the proper deduction is, that Francis sprang from 
respectable yeoman stock, or at most was but distantly related 
to wealthy and socially prominent families of the name in Eng- 
land. Francis is said to have died about 1650, but his inventory 
was entered in Stratford records in 1655. 

How does this compare with what is known of the career of 
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Francis Nicolls, brother of the Governor? He belonged to a 
strongly royalist family. During the Civil War (1642-1649) he 
served the King as a Captain. After the execution of Charles I, 
and during the Commonwealth while Charles II was in exile 
(1649-1660), he followed the uncrowned monarch to the Conti- 
nent, and died at the Hague. He was living in 1651, when his 
mother’s will left her effects for his relief, but had died before 
the Restoration in 1660. These statements are made, either 
directly or implicitly, in the first two pieces of evidence quoted 
above. After the Restoration, the family was rewarded for its 
loyalty and sacrifices by the appointment of Richard Nicolls as 
Governor of New York. 

Francis of Stratford was in this country before the Civil War 
broke out in England. There is nothing to indicate that he ever 
returned or that he did not die in Stratford. It is almost incon- 
ceivable to one acquainted with Puritan history and prejudices 
that a strong royalist and Episcopalian should have been placed 
at the head of the Stratford military company by the Puritanical 
legislative body of Connecticut Colony. 

Even if we assume, for the sake of argument, that our Puritan 
Francis of Stratford, who gave to his sons the Puritan names of 
Isaac and Caleb, came from this royalist English family, then it 
is necessary to suppose that he was a man of such strong convic- 
tions as to throw over his family loyalties for their sake and to 
seek a new home in the colonies. Though rare, such romantic 
episodes did occur. But then, after the Civil War broke out 
in England in 1642, we must assume that he suffered a sudden 
and complete revulsion of feeling; that, leaving his wife, chil- 
dren and grandchildren, he returned to fight for the king and 
faith he had formerly opposed; and that in 1649, instead of 
returning to his family in America, he followed the king into 
exile on the Continent. There are too many improbabilities in 
such suppositions. Whether in 1600 or in 1900, human motives 
and actions are usually intelligible, and it is unfair to twist them 
to serve the needs of a fantastic theory. 

We are indebted to Mr. Horace Dickerman, of New Haven, 
Conn., for calling our attention to a work entitled ‘‘Notes from 
a Two Years Journal in New York and Part of its Territories 
in America,’’ by Charles Wooley, A.M., published in London in 
1701, a new edition of which was published in New York in 1860, 
This book contains a detailed account of Richard Nicolls (for 
so the name of the Ampthill family was spelled), and from it 
we quote the following passages : 


Richard Nicolls was the fourth son of Francis Nicolls, who is described 
in a pedigree of the family entered in the Heralds’ College in 1628, as 
‘fof the Middle Temple, one of the Squiers of the Bath to Sir Edward 
Bruse, and lyeth buried at Ampthill, co. Bedford.’’ His mother was 
Margaret, daughter of Sir George Bruse of Carnock, Knt., the lineal 
ancestor of the present Earl of Elgin...... Richard Nicolls was born 
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in the year 1624, probably at Ampthill, at which place his father was 
buried in the same year Here Richard Nicolls passed his boyhood 
under the charge of his mother, who survived her husband, and remained 
a widow until her death in 1652. He had two brothers who survived 
.their father, the one, Edward, ten years, and the other, Francis, five years, 
older than himself. His only sister, Bruce, was thirteen years of age at 
the time of his birth, and was married shortly after to John Frecheville 
-.... Who, in 1664, was created Baron Frecheville of Stavely. She 
died in 1629, without issue, at the age of eighteen. 

The breaking out of the civil war in 1642 found Richard Nicolls at 
the university His mother was one of the family—itself connected 
with the royal line—which had been caressed and enriched by King James. 
His uncle, Dr. William Nicolls, a dignitary of the English Church, was 
indebted to the favor of King Charles for his preferments Richard 
Nicolls joined the royal forces, in which he received the command of a 
troop of horse. Each of his brothers commanded a company of infantry 
on the same side, and distinguished himself by his devotion to the royal 

They shared the exile of the royal family, and following their 
banished king in his wanderings, Edward, the elder brother, died at Paris, 
and Francis at the Hague. 

Colonel Nicolls left no legitimate issue, and, I believe, was never married. 
His will, dated the 1st of May, 1672, on board the Royal Prince at the 
Nore, was proved by his executors in the Prerogative Court of Canterbury 
in the following June. He desires to be buried at Ampthill, and alms to 
be given to the parishes through which his funeral would pass, and a 
marble monument to be erected to his memory, with an inscription men- 
tioning his father and mother, his brother William, and his brothers 
Edward and Francis, the one dead at the Hague, the other at Paris during 
the late usurpation; and his executors might add what they pleased about 
his own services in America and elsewhere His executors fulfilled 
his injunctions by erecting a white marble monument to his memory in 
the north-east corner of the chancel of Ampthill church, in the upper part 
of which the cannon ball which caused his death is enclosed. 


We have omitted the portions which give the details of the 
distinguished career of Col. Richard Nicolls. The account closes 
with the full inscription in Latin from the monument. 

The above account, written less than thirty years after the 
death of Col. Nicolls, bears evidence of having been compiled 
from trustworthy sources, and there can be no doubt that it is 
correct in all essential particulars. We find, then, that Francis, 
the brother of Richard, was born in 1619, which makes him of 
about the same age as John, the eldest son of our Stratford 
Francis. For John died in 1655, having been twice married, 
and left seven surviving children, hence his birth must be 
placed at least as early as 1620. Francis of Stratford was there- 
fore born before 1600. He did not, when over forty years old, 
return to England to fight for the king, nor did he abandon his 
Puritanism. Nor was he in want in 1651, when Mrs. Margaret 
Nicolls of Ampthill left her effects to the relief of her son 
Francis, for our Stratford Francis and his sons were then well 
provided with lands and other property in their American home. 

With this erroneous identification removed from consideration, 
may we not hope that research may be undertaken to establish 
the real antecedents of the Stratford family? 


THE HOUSE OF RURIK 
Compiled by DonaLp Lines Jacosus, M.A. 


The Norseman Rurik (Hrérekr) led his band of Varangians 
into Russia, where he carved out for himself the principality of 
Kiev in 862. His descendants survived as rulers, even through 
the two-century domination of the Mongols of the Golden Horde, 
until after the reign of Ivan the Terrible. ; 

Americans who trace their ancestry to the English peerage 
can often work out a line of descent from the House of Rurik, 
chiefly through the Princess Anne who married Henri I, King of 
France. Most American authorities, however, have erred in 
following Anderson’s Royal Genealogies and other books of that 
class, with regard to the wives of the Rurikides, especially the 
mother and grandmother of the Princess Anne, and the best 
Russian authorities are unknown in this country. To correct 
the many errors that have appeared in print, and to aid those 
who follow the pastime of tracing ‘‘royal ancestry,’’ the follow- 
ing condensed account of the early Rurikides is here printed. 
It is based in large part on ‘‘Généalogies et Mariages Occiden- 
taux des Rurikides Russes du X* au XIII* Siécle,’’ published at 
Rome in 1927 as Vol. LX, No. 1, of Orientalia Christiana. The 
author, N. de Baumgarten, is probably the best living authority 
on early Russian history, and every statement made on the 
fourteen genealogical tables of his monograph is fully supported 
by the citation of contemporary documents and chronicles. 

“I. Rurik (d. 879), Grand Prince of Kiev. 

- II. Igor (d. 945), Grand Prince of Kiev; m. Olga. 

~ III. Sviatoslav I (d. 972), Grand Prince of Kiev; child by Malusa . 
(a Slav): + 

IV. Vladimir I (d. 1015), Grand Prince of Kiev; m. seven pagan 
wives, by whom he had twenty-two children; in 989 he repudiated other 
wives and m. Anna of Byzantium (d. 1011), dau. of Roman I, Emperor of 
the East, by whom he had no children; m. again after her death (1011), 
but the name of this final spouse is not known. By the last wife, he had a 
dau. Dobronega-Marie (b. after 1011, d. 1087), who m. in 1038, Casimir I, 
King of Poland. Of the many children by pagan wives, we need consider 
only one:? 

1 By Casimir she had a son Uladislav of Poland who, by his second marriage with 
Sophia, daughter of Heinrich III, Emperor of Germany, had a daughter Rixa who mar- 
ried Alfonso VII, King of Castile; their daughter Sancha married Alfonso II, King of 
Aragon; their son, Alfonso II, Count of Provence, married Gersinde, Countess of 
Forcalquier; their son, Ramon Berengar IV, Count of Provence, married Beatrice of 


ae ey and their daughter, Eleanore of Provence, married Henry III, King of 
ngland. 

2 Of the daughters by pagan wives, one married Bernhard, Margrave of Nordmark. 
Another was Premislava who married Ladislas I, King of Hungary; their son, Bela I, 
married a sistef Of Casimir I of Poland; their daughter Sophie of Hungary married 
third, Magnus, Duke of Saxony; their daughter Wulfhild married Heinrich, Duke of 
Bavaria; their daughter Judith married Friedrich, Duke of Suabia; their son, Fried- 
rich I ‘Barbarossa,’ Emperor of Germany, married second, Beatrix, Countess of Bur- 
gundy; their son, Philipp II, Duke of Suabia and Emperor, married Irene Angela, 
daughter of Isaac Angelus, Emperor of the East; their daughter, Marie, married 
Henri II, Duke of Brabant; their daughter Mathilde married Robert, Count of Artois; 
their daughter, Blanche, married second, in 1276, Edmund, Earl of Lancaster, younger 
son of King Henry III; and their granddaughters married into several titled families, 
as Burgh, Stafford, Mowbray, Beaumont, Fitz Alan, and Percy. 
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V. Yaroslav I (d. 1054), Grand Prince of Kiev; m. (1) an unknown 
wife, by whom he had an only child; m. (2) in 1019, Ingegerd of Sweden 
(d. 1050), dau. of King Olaf; by her he had the following children: 
1. Vladimir (b. 1020, d. 1052), Prince of Novgorod; m. abt. 1043, 
Oda of Stade, dau. of Count Lippold; had descendants, 
2. Isiaslav I (b. 1022, d. 1078), Grand Prince of Kiev; m. abt. 
1043, Gertrude of Poland (d. 1107), dau. of King Mieszko II; 
had descendants. 
Ellisif, m. (1) in 1044, Harald ‘Haardraade,’ King of Norway; 
m. (2) in 1067, Svend II, King of Denmark. 
. Anastasia, m. abt. 1046, Andreas I, King of Hungary. 
. Sviatoslav II (b. 1027, d. 1076), Grand Prince of Kiev; m. 
(Kilikia ?) of Ditmarschen, dau. of Count Etheler.* 
- Vsevolod I (b. 1030, d. 1093); see below. 
Anne)'m. (1) in 1051, Henri I, King of France ; m. (2) in 
1060, Raoul IT, Count of Cres y and Valois.‘ 
. Viateheslav (b. 1036, d. 1056), Prince of Smolensk; m., but no 
descendants. 
Igor (d. 1060), Prince of Vladimir-Volhynsk; m., had descend- 
ants. 
VI. 6. Vsevolod I (b. 1030, d. 1093), Grand Prince of Kiev; m. (1) 
in 1046, of Byzantium (d. 1067), dau. of Constantine ‘Monomachus,’ 
Emperor of the East; m. (2) in 1067, Anne (d. 1111). 


Child by first wife: 
1. Vladimir II (b. 1053, d. 1125); see below. 


Children by second wife: 

2. Yanka [Jeanne] (b. abt. 1068, d. 1113), Abbess of Yanczyn. 

3. Rostislav (b. 1070, d. 1093), Prince of Perejaslavl. 

4. Praxeda |Eupraxie or Adelheid] (b. abt. 1071, d. 1109); m. 
(1) Heinrich ‘der lange,’ Margrave of Nordmark; m. (2) in 
1089, Heinrich IV, Emperor of Germany. 

5. Daughter (d. 1089). 

6. Catherine (d. 1108), a nun, 

VII. 1. Vladimir II ‘Monomachus,’ (b. 1053, d. 1125), Grand Prince 
of Kiev; m. (1) abt. 1070, Gytha, dau. of Harald, last Saxon King of 
England; m. (2) (d. 1107); m. (3) abt. 1107, of Coumania 
(d. 1126), dau. of Aépa. There were six children by the first wife, and 
five by the second. Of the first wife’s children: 

VIII. Mstislav I Harald (b. 1076, d. 1132), Grand Prince of Kiev; m. 
(1) in 1095, Christine of Sweden (d. 1122), dau. of King Inge I; m. (2) 
in 1122, , dau. of Dimitri Zavidith, possadnik of Novgorod. 


Children by first wife: 


1. Vsevolod (d. 1136), Prince of Novgorod; m. in 1123, 
of Tezernigov. 

2. Ingeborg, m. abt. 1118, Knud Lavard, Duke of Slesvig. 

3. Malmfrid, m. (1) Sigurd, King of Norway; m. (2) in 1132, 
Erik Emun, King of Denmark. 

4. Daughter, m. in 1112, Yaroslav, Prince of Volhynia. 

5. Maria, m. Vsevolod U, Grand Prince of Kiev. 


® They had, with other issue, a daughter Wyszeslava who married in 1067, Boleslav II, 
King of Poland, 

*A younger son of Anne by her first marriage was Hugues ‘le Grand,’ who married 
Adelaide, Countess of Vermandois, and they were parents of the noted Isabelle, wife first 
of Robert de Beaumont, Earl of Leicester, and second of William de Warenne, Earl of 
Surrey, from whom many Americans descend. 
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. Isiaslav II (d. 1154), Grand Prince of Kiev; m. (1) (a German 

princess ?) (d. 1151); m. (2) in 1154, of Georgia, 
dau. of King Dimitri I. 

7. Xenia, m. Briaczeslav, Prince of Isiaslavl. 

8. Sviatopolk (d. 1154), Prince of Novgorod, later of Volhynia; 
m. in 1144, Euphemia of Moravia (b. 1115), dau, of Otto II. 

9. Dobrodeja [Irene], m. in 1122, Andronicus Comnenus. 

10. Rostislav I (d. 1168), Grand Prince of Kiev; m. 

11. Rognieda (d. after 1168). 


Children by second wife: 
12. Euphrosine (b. abt. 1130, d. after 1175); m. in 1146, Gesa II, 
ng of Hungary.’ 
13. Vladimir (b. 1131, d. 1172), Prince of Dorogobuz; m. in 1150, 
Niamanja of Serbia, dau. of the Ban Bela by Lavitza 
of Croatia. 


Few Americans can connéct with the House of Rurik through 
later generations, so we carry the genealogy no further. It 
will be seen that no descents from the Emperors of the East 
can be traced through the early Rurikides unless descent can be 
established from Vladimir II (generation VII) and his mother. 


5 They had, with other issue, a daughter Eudoxia who married, about 1151, Mieszko III, 
Duke of Poland. 

They had, with other issue, a daughter Helene who married, in 1163, Casimir II, 
Duke of Poland. 

™ Euphrosine was mother of Bela III (1148-1196), King of ef who m 3 1) Anne 
de Chatillon; their son, Andreas II (1176-1235), m. (1) Gertrude Meran; eir son, 
Bela IV (1206-1273), m. Mary Lascaris; their son, Stephen V (1240-1272), m. Elisabeth 
daughter of Kuthen, Prince of the Kumans; their daughter, Mary, m. Charles II 
(1248-1309), King of Naples; their daughter, Margaret, m. Charles (1270-1325), Count 
of Valois; their daughter, Jeanne, m. Guillaume I ( -1337), Count of Hainault; 
their daughter, Philippa, m. Edward III (1312-1377), King of England. Through this 
line, descendants of King Edward III derive not only from Rurik, ‘founder of Russia,” 
but also from Constantine ‘Monomachus,’ Emperor of the East, and from Harald, last 
Saxon King of England; not to mention the early Scandinavian rulers back of Ingegerd 
the wife of Yaroslav I. This line is based largely on Turton’s The Plantagenet Ancestry 
(London, 1928), with one important correction. 


CONNECTICUT RECORDS 


The publication of early Connecticut records begins in this 
issue and will be continued in later issues of the GENEALOGIST. 
It is planned to publish first the town vital statistics and church 
records to at least 1700, and later to publish abstracts of probate 
and court records. Abstracts or excerpts from town and land 
records will appear from time to time. 

Our old Connecticut records are fast decaying and becoming 
illegible. It is important that these early records should be 
preserved and made available to all genealogical students by 
the publication of dependable copies. While foremost attention 
will be given to those towns whose records have not been pub- 
lished in any form, it is almost equally important to copy and 
publish the records of many towns which have appeared in print 
in garbled form. For a single example, the Woodbury records 
published in the third volume of the history of that town by 
Cothren, contain serious misreading of names and other errors, 
omit thirteen consecutive entries in the early town vital records, 
and omit between a quarter and a third of the baptismal entries 
prior to 1700, Some publications have ‘‘arranged’’ or systema- 
tized the early vital records, and as every genealogist knows, 
it is often important to know the exact order in which the 
entries originally appeared. 

Thus far, I have borne the cost personally of copying and 
verifying the records which will be published in the GENEALO- 
aist. It is an expensive process because of the method followed. 
Rapid hand-written copies are first made directly from the 
original records, wherever located. A carefully typed copy is 
then prepared; another visit is made to the specific town or to 
the State Library if the original volumes are deposited there, 
and the typed copy is carefully compared and verified. This 
typed copy, after any necessary corrections are made, goes to 
the printers, and the proof-sheets are then carefully compared 
with the corrected typed copy. By this method, errors should be 
almost negligible. 

Because of the large expenditure of time and money involved, 
it is doubtful whether I shall be able to carry the entire work at 
my own cost. For this reason, it is hoped that the GENEALOGIST 
may win a large number of subscribers, so that the magazine 
itself may assume some part of this cost. Any person who 
desires to aid in a monetary way and is interested in the records 
of a specific town may contribute, ard such funds will be applied 
to preparing copies or abstracts of the records of the town 
specified, and when published, acknowledgment will be made 
of such aid, 
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In copying and publishing vital statistics, names are spelled 
exactly as in the original records; volume and page are specified ; 
and the entries are published in the original order. The rest of 
the entries are not copied verbatim; it is unnecessary to waste 
valuable space by repeating such verbiage as that a man ‘‘ended 
this life by death’’ and ‘‘died’’ is an entirely valid substitute. 
In most of our printed copies, the surname has been placed first, 
so as to bring all surnames into a column at the margin of the 
page and make it easy for the searcher to find the record sought. 

All Connecticut records published herein are from copies made 
by the undersigned, unless specifically attributed to others. I 
take pleasure in acknowledging the assistance of my mother, 
Mrs. John I. Jacobus, in preparing these records for publication, 
particularly in the drudgery of proof-reading. 


DonaLp LINES JACOBUS. 


WOODBURY CHURCH RECORDS, 1670-1700 


[Written in the beautiful hand of Rev. Zechariah Walker. The pages 
are not numbered. The original volume is in the State Library (1932).] 

The names of y® persons yt subscribed this covenant, & again 
publickly owned it May 5™ [1670] viz: y® day of my ordination, 
were as followeth. 


Zechariah Walker persons since added— 

Samuel Sherman sen‘ John Skeeles 

Joseph Judson sent Israel Curtiss 

John Hurd sen™ Thomas ffairechilde 
Nicholas Knell Richard Harvy (6 May) 
Robert Clark Richard Butler (9 May) 
John Minor Robert Lane (9 May) 
Samuell Sherman jun" Moses Johnson (24 May) 
John Wheeler 

Samuell Stiles 

Hope Washborn 

Hugh Griffin 

Ephraim Stiles 

John Thomson junt 

Theophilus Sherma 

Matthew Sherman 

John Judson 

Samuell Mils 

Benjamin Stiles 

Edmond Sherman 


On y* 5th of May 1670 I was ordained pasto™ of y® 24 chh: at 
Stratford. The ministers present were MT Wakeman, M* Haines, 
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John Woodbridge, Benjamin Woodbridge, John Wood- 
bridge was y*® leading person, M* Benjamin Woodbridge was 
assistant in y® work of ordination. 


Harvy, Mary, ae. 22, da. Richard, bp 8 May 1670 
Sherman, Daniell & Mary, chn. Samuell jun’, 8 May 
Walker, Zechariah & Abigaile, my s. & da., 22 May 
Walker, Robert & Sarah, my brother’s s. &da., 22 May 
Johnson, Moses, adm. 24 May bp 29 May 
Griffin, John, Samuell, Thomas, Joseph, Mary 

& Dorothy, chn. Hugh, 29 May 
Washborn, William & Sarah, chn. Hope, 5 June 
Galpin, Samuell, adm, 8 June, bp 19 June 
Lane, Sarah & Hannah, chn. Robert, 12 June 
Wheeler, Sarah, Mary & Elizabeth, chn. John, 19 June 
Sherma, Susanna da. Samuell junio’, 24 July 
Minor, Grace da, M* John, 18 Sep. 
Bartram, John, adm. 20 Oct., 
Bartri, John & Hannah, chn. John, 23 Oct. 
Harvy, Goodwife, adm. 3 Nov., 
Hurd, Goodwife, w. John sen’, adm. 27 Dec., 
Walker, Abigail, w. Joseph, adm. 27 Dec., 
Nichols, Sarah, da. Caleb, adm. 22 Feb., 
Washborn, John, gr. ch. of Goodma Butler, 7 May 
Washborn, Samuel, s. Hope, 21 May 
Lane, Daniel, s, Robert, 27 Aug. 
Nichols, Phebe da. Caleb, 12 Nov. 
Hurd, Jacob s. John sen’, 19 Nov. 
Walker, Samuel s. Jacob, 10 Dee. 
Hardy, Susannah, adm, & bp 17 Dee. 
Walker, Abigail da. Joseph, 25 Feb. 
Beecher, Samuel, adm. 25 Mar., bp 31 Mar. 1672 
Griffin, Francis s. Hugh, 7 Apr. 
Dickison, Thomas, bp 30 June 
Sherman, Sarah da, Samuel, 4 May 1673 
Wheeler, Thomas s. John, 25 May 
Hurd, Mary da. John Sen’, 24 Aug. 
Norton, Mary da. Nathanael & Mary, & gr. ch. 

of M* Mils (‘‘M™ Mils was in full 

comunion in y® elder chh in stratford’’), 28 Sep. 
Washborn, Ephraim s. Hope, 26 Oct. 
Walker, Moses s. Jacob, 7 Dec. 
Titterton, Sarah da. Daniell, 21 Dee. 
[Walker] Elizabeth, my da., 8 Mar. 1673/4 
Beech, Richard, adm. 9 Mar., 
Lane, John s, Robert, 9 Aug. 1674 
Griffin, Richard s. Hugh, 9 Aug. 
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Walker, John s. Jacob, 10 Jan. 
ShermA, Bezaleel s. Edmund, bp at Woodberry, 11 Apr. 
Fairchilde, Em & Sarah, chn. Thomas, 11 Apr. 
Stiles, Anna da, Isaac (y* mother of y* childe 

being a member of y® church at Wethers- 

field), : 25 Apr. 
Smith, Mary da. Mary, & gr. ch. of y* widow 

Burrit, 2 May 
Hitt, Sarah, adm. & bp, 4 July 
[Walker] my wife Susanna adm. 8 July, 
Wheeler, Moses s. Moses jun’, 11 July 
Minor, Ephraim s. M* John, 31 Oct. 
Nichols, John s. Caleb, 23 Jan. 
Judson, John s. John, 19 Mar. 
Hicks, John & Phebe, s. & da, M* Thomas, & 

gr. chn. to Goodma Butler, 14 May 
Walker, Elizabeth da. Jacob, 2 July 
Washborn, Mary da. Hope, 30 July 
Griffin, Hannah da. Hugh, 6 Aug. 
Sherman, Grace da. Samuel, 13 Aug. 
Tetherton, Mary da. Daniel, 20 Aug. 
Levens, James s. John, a member of ye chh: of 

Rocksbury, 24 Sep. 
Haggit, John, bp & adm., 5 Nov. 
Lane, Elizabeth da. Robert, 18 Mar. 
Fairchilde, Samuel s. Thomas, 8 Apr. 
Jackson, Rebecca da. Moses, 8 Apr. 
Hurd, Esther da, John Sen’, 27 May 
Stiles, Sarah da. Isaac, 27 May 
Sherman, Sarah da. Edmund, 5 Aug. 
Roberts, Hannah da. William,* 21 Oct. 
Blag, Edward s. M™ Samuel, 4 Nov. 
Judson, Joshua s. John, 27 Jan. 1677/8 
Rossiter, Sarah da, M* Josiah of Guilford, 17 Mar. 
Smith, Jonathan s. M™ Jonathan of Long Island, 24 Mar. 
Levens, Elizabeth w. John, bp 2 June 1678 

Peter s. John, 2 June 

Blagg, Martha da. M™ Samuel, 16 June 
Goodwin, Ruth, daughter in law to Ephraim 

Stiles, 16 June 
Kennis, John, servant to Ephraim Stiles, 16 June 
Kennis, Thomas, servant to Goodma Clark, 16 June 
Minor, Sarah da. Cap‘, 23 June 
Wheeler, Sarah da. Moses, 23 June 
I removed with my family from Stratford to 

Woodberry, 27 June 


*A shorthand entry accompanies this baptismal record. 
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Wheeler, Ruth da. John, born & bp, 30 June 
Skeeles, John, adm. 7 Nov., 

Skeeles, Hannah da. John, bp 10 Nov. 
Curtiss, Rebecca da. Israel, 17 Nov. 


Sherman, Matthew, adm. 10 Dec., 

Curtiss, Israel, adm. 16 Dec., 

Terril, Roger, adm. 31 Dee., ~ 

Fairchilde, Ruth da. Thomas, bp 19 Jan. 
Fairchilde, Thomas, adm. 4 Mar., 
Skeeles, Hannah, adm. 4 Mar., 


Hit, Margaret da. Henery, bp 27 Apr. 1679 
Skeeles, John s. John, 2 Nov. 
Mitchel, David s. John, 30 Nov. 
Wiat, Gershom s. ensign John, 1 Feb. 
Mitchel, Mercy da. Matthew, 1 Feb. 
Wyat, John, adm., 8 Feb. 
Sherman, Hannah da. John, 18 July 1680 
Hurlbut, Jemima da. Thomas, 1 Aug. 
Hitt, Margaret da. Henery, 8 Aug. 
Preston, William & Hannah, chn. Hackaliah, 15 Aug. 
Judson, Joseph s. John, 29 Aug. 

a Thomson, John s. Ambrose, 10 Oct. 

; Mun, Jane & Amy, chn. Samuel, 17 Oct. 
Wheeler, Dinah da, John, 9 Jan. 
Minor, Abigail da. Capt John, 6 Feb. 
Fairchild, Alexander s. Thomas, 13 Feb. 
Curtiss, Ruth da. Israel, 3 Apr. 1681 
Stiles, Sarah da. Benjamin, 3 Apr. 
Mitchell, David s. John, 24 Apr. 
Galpin, Benjamin, adm. & bp, 1 May 
Skeeles, Robert s. Hannah, 31 July 
Hough, Sarah da. Jonathan, 11 Sep. 
Mun, Mary da. Samuel, 20 Nov. 
Judson, Chapman s. John, 11 Dee. 
Lattin, Phebe da. Thomas, 25 Dee. 
Curtiss, Anna da. Joshua, 25 Dee. 
Terril, Abigail da. Roger, 1 Jan. 
Wiat, Sarah da. John, 19 Feb. 
Hurlbut, Jerusha da. Thomas, 2 Apr. 1682 
Skeeles, Thomas s. John, 23 Apr. 
Johnson, Zerviah da. Moses, 30 Apr. 
Hough, Jonathan & w. Margaret, adm. 3 May, 

Stiles, Francis s. Benjamin, 7 May 
Terril, Sarah w. Roger, adm. & bp 4 June 
Sherman, Brother Matthew chosen a deacon, 12 June 
Sherman, Samuel s. John, bp 13 Aug. 
Preston, Lydia da. Hachaliah, 12 Nov. 


Shore, Abigail da. Jonathan, , 26 Nov. 


4 
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Judson, Jonathan s. John, 

Mitchel, Matthew & w. Mary, adm. 27 Dec., 

Shore, Samson s. Jonathan, 

Fairchilde, Sarah da. Thomas, 

Terril, Sarah w. Roger, adm. 7 Feb., 

Hit, Henery s. Henery, 

Hough, Hannah da. Jonathan, 

Tuttle, Mary, 

Lum, Elizabeth, 

Rogers, Joseph, Hannah & Sarah, chn. of 
Eleazar of Milford, 

Coe, Hannah da. John of Rie, 

Roberts, Zechariah s. William of Stratford, 

Mitchel, Jonathan s. Matthew, 

Mino’, Joanna da. Cap‘ John, 

Pierce, John s. John, 

Curtiss, Josia s. Israel, 

Mitchel, Elizabeth da. John, 

Preston, Sarah da. Hachaliah, 

Sherman, John & w. Elizabeth, adm. 25 Nov., 

Knowles, Thomas s. Eleazar, 

Mun, Daniel s. Samuel, 

Terrill, Sarah da. Roger, 

Galpin, Elizabeth da. Benjamin, 

Skeeles, Elizabeth da. John, 

Stiles, Ruth da. Benjamin, 

Wheeler, John s. John, 

Beardsly, John s. Daniel, 

Johnson, Rebecea da. Moses, 

Mordo, Mary da. Peter, 

Sherman, Elizabeth da. John, 

Hurlbut, Thomas s. Thomas, 

Judson, Jonathan s. John, 

Hough, Jonathan s. Jonathan, 

Rootes, John s. John, 

Henman, Afice da. Benjamin, 

Galpin, Martha da. Benjamin, 

Squire, Anna & Mary, das. Jonathan, 

Peak, Samuel, Sarah & Hannah, chn. John, 

Charles, Abigail w. John, gr. ch. of Cap‘ 
Curtiss, 

Roberts, Sarah da. William, 

Lum, Hannah, 

Fairchilde, Katherina da. Thomas, 

Roots, Susanna, Mary & Sarah, chn. John, 

Sherman, John, chosen a deacon 8 June, 

Hul, Rebecca da. Samuel, 

Henman, Ephraim s. Titus, 


24 Dee. 


14 Jan. 
4 Feb. 


18 Feb. 
1 Apr. 
6 May 
6 May 


27 May 
27 May 
27 May 
1 July 
29 July 
16 Sep. 
4 Nov. 
4 Nov. 
18 Nov. 


30 Dec. 
3 Feb. 
2 Mar. 

16 Mar. 

20 Apr. 
4 May 

11 May 

29 June 

27 July 

24 Aug. 

12 Oct. 

21 Dee. 

28 Dee. 

22 Mar. 
5 Apr. 
5 Apr. 

19 Apr. 

26 Apr. 

24 May 


24 May 
24 May 
31 May 
31 May 
31 May 


19 July 
26 July 


1683 


1684 


1685 


21 
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Wiat, Elizabeth da. John, 23 Aug. 
Martin, William & Abigail, adm. 30 Aug., 

Galpin, Rebecca, adm. 30 Aug., 

Preston, Emma, adm. 30 Aug., 

Rootes, Dorcas, adm. and bp 30 Aug. 
Pierce, Elizabeth da. John, 30 Aug. 
Judson, John & w. Elizabeth, adm. to comunion, 26 Nov. 
Mitchel, John & w. Elizabeth, adm. to comunion, 26 Nov. 
Judson, Hannah, adm. to comunion, 26 Nov. 
Preston, Hachaliah, adm. to comunion, 26 Nov. 
Fairchild, Susanna, adm. to comunion, 26 Nov. 
Stiles, Thomas s. Benjamin, bp 29 Nov. 
Curtiss, Bethiah da, Joshua, 28 Feb. 
Rob*, Hannah da. William, 21 Mar. 
Whelply, Nathan, 18 Apr. 
Yale, John of New Haven, 18 Apr. 
Johnson, John s. Moses, 18 Apr. 
Hit, John & Amy, s. & da. Henery, 18 Apr. 
Hickock, Joseph, adm. 2 May, 

Skeeles, Abigail da. John, 9 May 
Knap, Sibyl w. Josiah of Fairfield, 1 Aug. 

Moses her son, 1 Aug. 
Terril, Stephen s. Roger, 8 Aug. 
Thomson, Ambrose & Sarah, chn. Ambrose, 5 Sep. 
Bearsly, Daniel s. Daniel, 5 Sep. 
Stiles, Elizabeth da. Epraim, 5 Sep. 
Mordo, Margaret da. Peter, 5 Sep. 
Garnock, Elizabeth da. Duncan, 5 Sep. 
Castle, Abigail w. Henery, & her chn., Henery, 

Samuel, Isaac, Abigail, Mary & Mercy, 19 Sep. 
Mitchel, Elnathan s. John, 17 Oct. 
Preston, Jehiel s. Hachaliah, 24 Oct. 
Henman, Hannah da. Benjamin, 24 Oct. 
Minor, Samuel s. John Jun’, 14 Nov. 
Judson, Martha da. John, 19 Dee. 
Barrit, Hannah, adopted child of Samuel 

Jenner, 23 Jan. 
Nichols, Mary, adm. to full comunion, 30 Jan. 
Knowles, Mary da. Eleazar, bp. 27 Mar. 1687 
Mun, Samuel s. Samuel, 24 Apr. 
Galpin, Benjamin s. Benjamin, 8 May 
Henman, Joseph s. Titus, 12 June 
Sherman, John s. John, 19 June 
Hough, Elizabeth da. Jonathan, 19 June 
Mitchel, Mary da. Matthew, 3 July 
Curtiss, Ruth da. Israel, 11 Sep. 
Nichols, Josia s, Sam", 11 Sep. 
Hickock, Samuel s. Joseph, 11 Sep. 


WOODBURY CHURCH RECORDS, 1670-1700 


Thomlinson, Samuel s. Jonas, 4 Dee. 
Henman, Adam s. Benjamin, 8 Jan. 
Hit, James s. Henery, 19 Feb. 
Nichols, Samuel, adm. to full comunion, 26 Feb. 
Judson, Abigail, adm. to full ecomunion, 26 Feb. 
Genner, Hanna da. Samuel, 18 Mar. 
Roots, Josia s. John, 25 Mar. 
Jenkins, Grace da. David, 25 Mar. 
Wiat, Mary da. ensign John, 8 Apr. 
Nichols, Caleb and his wife, adm. from Stratford, 29 Apr. 
Hurd, John and his wife, adm. from Stratford, 29 Apr. 
Judson, M"™ Sarah, adm. from Stratford, 29 Apr. 
Minor, M™ Elizabeth, adm. from Stratford, 29 Apr. 
Curtiss, Rebecca, adm. from Stratford, 29 Apr. 
Castle, William s. Henery, bp. 15 July 
Henderson, George s. John, 21 July 
Johnson, Sarah da. Moses, 5 Aug. 
Hurlbut, Gideon s. Thomas, 19 Aug. 
Mitchel, Hannah da. Abraham, 19 Aug. 
Bowers, John s. Samuel, 26 Aug. 
Curtiss, Mary da. Joshua, 30 Sep. 
Knowles, Anna da. Eleazar, 3 Feb. 
Mitchel, John s. John, 10 Feb. 
Judson, Eliphalet s. John, 17 Feb. 
Preston, Emma da. Hachaliah, 3 Mar. 
Nichols, Andrew s. Samuel, 10 Mar. 
Stiles, Abigail da. Benjamin, 28 Apr. 
Huthwit, Elizabeth da. John, 7 July 
Skeeles, Ephraim s. John, 21 July 
Rob‘, Amos s. William, 21 July 
Galpin, Rebecca da. Benjamin, 10 Nov. 
Sherman, Sarah da. Deacon John, 19 Jan. 
Walker, Mary da. of my son Zechariah, 26 Jan. 
Henman, Noah s. Benjamin, 23 Feb. 
Jenkins, Allice da. David, 30 Mar. 
Johnson, Mary da. Moses, 20 Apr. 
Henman, Andrew s. Titus, 27 Apr. 
Minor, Elizabeth da. John, 6 July 
Knowles, Mary w. Eleazar, bp 31 Aug. 
Huthwit, Judith w, John, bp 31 Aug. 
Huthwit, Anna da. John, 23 Nov. 
Frederick, Mary & Elizabeth, chn. William & 

Mary, 7 Dee. 
Johnson, Mary w. Moses, adm. to full communion, 4 Jan. 
Henman, Hannah w, Titus, adm. to full com- 

munion, 4 Jan. 
Walker, Elizabeth w. Zechariah, adm. to full 

communion, 4 Jan. 


23 
1688 
1689 
1690 
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Brunson, Ebenezer, adopted child of Samuel 

Stiles, 11 Jan. 
Knowles, Eleazar and his wife Mary, adm., 1 Mar. 1691 
Stiles, Benjamin and his wife Abigail, adm., 1 Mar. 
Henman, Samuel, adm., 1 Mar. 
Roberts, Sarah, adm., 1 Mar. 
Huthwit, Judith, adm., 1 Mar. 
Nichols, Anna, adm., 1 Mar. 
Mitchel, Knel s. John, bp 5 Apr. 
Knowles, Samuel s. Eleazar, 3 May 
Henman, Elizabeth w. Benjamin, adm., 14 June 
Terril, Roger s. Roger, bp 12 July 
Hurd, John s. Benjamin, 30 Aug. 
Walker, Abigail da. Zechariah Jun’, 20 Sep. 
Preston, Remember s. Hachaliah, 18 Oct. 
Johnson, Elizabeth da. Moses, 18 Oct. 
Sellick, M™ John s, Capt Jonathan, 8 Nov. 
Martin, Joseph s. William, 15 Nov. 
Rootes, Bethiah da. John, 13 Dee. 
Stiles, Elizabeth w. Samuel, adm., 20 Mar. 1692 
Sherman, Mary da. Deacon John, bp 20 Mar. 
Henman, Benjamin s. Benjamin, 17 Apr. 
Brunson, Abigail w. Cornelius, bp 15 May 
Brunson, Richard s. Cornelius, 15 May 
Welton, Elizabeth of Waterbury, bp 29 May 
Marks, Thomas s. William, 31 July 
Genner, Patience da. Samuel, 21 Aug. 
Mitchel, David s. Matthew, 23 Oct. 
Brunson, Cornelius s. Cornelius, 25 Dee. 
Curtiss, Israel s. Israel, adm., 10 Jan. 
Mino’, Hannah da. John, bp 29 Jan. 
Hurd, Banjamin s. Benjamin, bp 26 Mar. 1693 
Hull, Samuel s. Joseph, 16 Apr. 
Terril, Ezra s. Roger, 30 Apr. 
Mitchel, Elizabeth da. John, 14 May 
Wilson, Sarah da. Thomas of Fairfield, 4 June 
Walker, Timothy s. Zechariah, 18 June 
Castle, Susanna da. Samuel, 24 Sep. 
Huthwit, Martha da. John, 26 Nov. 
Henman, Elizabeth da. Benjamin, 4 Feb. 
Martin, Samuel s. William, 25 Mar. 1694 
Galpin, Joseph s. Benjamin, 15 Apr. 
Johnson, Moses 3. Moses, 13 May 
Rootes, John s. John, 13 May 
Barnum, Isaac s. Francis, 20 May 
Jackson, Rachel da. Samuel, 17 June 
Perry, Seth s. Arthur, 24 June 
Mino’, Josiah s. Thomas, 8 July 
Hurd, Robert s, Ebenezer, 14 Oct. 
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Warner, Ephraim s. Ephraim, 4 Nov. 
Sherman, Susanna da. deacon John, 25 Nov. 
Genner, Prudence da. Samuel, 24 Feb. 
Brunson, Elizabeth da. Cornelius, 3 Mar. 
Tuttle, Nathanael, 12 May 1695 
Minor, John Jun’, adm., 12 May 
Henman, Titus s. Titus, 9 June 
Hurd, Nathan s. Benjamin, 28 July 
Walker, Josiah s. Zechariah, 22 Sep. 
Judson, Ephraim s. John, 29 Sep. 
Johnson, Solomon s. Moses, 5 Jan. 
Curtis, Samuel s. Israel, 5 Jan. 
Hurd, Daniel s. Ebenezer, 3 May 1696 
Henman, Eunice da. Benjamin, 10 May 
Huthwit, Mary da. John, 10 May 
Frederick, Abigail da. William, 24 May 
Griffin, Hannah da. Thomas of Simsbury, 31 May 
Rootes, Thomas s. John, 5 July 
Knowles, Isaac s. Eleazar, 12 July 
Markes, William s. Wil™, 12 July 
Hurd, Mary da. Joseph, 3 Jan. 
Galpin, Sarah da. Benjamin, 14 Feb. 
Mitchel, Martha da. John, 7 Mar. 1696/7 
Curtiss, Josia s. Israel jun’, 25 Apr. 
Blakely, Sarah w. Samuel, 11 May 
Drakely, Lydia w. Thomas, 11 May 
Drakely, Anna da. Thomas, 11 May 
Mino’, Samuel s. Thomas, 11 May 
Brunson, Abraham s. Cornelius, 23 May 
Henman, Titus, adm., 26 May 
Johnson, Moses, adm., 26 May 
Hurd, Ebenezer and Sarah his wife, adm., 26 May 
Judson, John jun’, adm., 26 May 
Hurd, Sarah w. Benjamin, adm., 26 May 
Curtiss, John and Johanna his wife, adm., 26 May 
Minor, Thomas, adm., 26 May 
Genner, Samuel and Hannah his wife, adm., 26 May 
Walker, Elizabeth, adm., 26 May 
Mino’, Hannah w. Thomas, adm., 27 June 
Blakely, Sarah w. Samuel, adm., 27 June 
Richards, Mary da. John of Waterbury, bp 27 June 
Lane, Susanna, adopted child of John Mitchel, bp 25 July 
Frederick, William s. William, 25 July 
Henman, Abraham s. Mary, 25 July 
Blakely, Samuel, Miriam, & Jonathan, Sarah, 

Hannah & Mary, chn. of Samuel, 1 Aug. 
Squire, Thomas, Samuel, Ebenezer, & John: 

Hannah, Martha, Sarah, & Elizabeth, 

chn. of Thomas, 15 Aug. 
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Hurlbut, Joseph, John & Sarah, chn. of Joseph, 22 Aug. 


Henman, Annise da. Benjamin, 26 Sep. 
Curtiss, Elizabeth da. John, 26 Sep. 
Pierce, Anne w. John, adm., 3 Oct. 
Atwood, Jonathan, adm., 3 Oct. 
Wheeler, Mary da. John, adm., 3 Oct. 
Terrill, Timothy & Martha, twin chn. of Roger, bp 21 Nov. 
Hurd, Abraham s. Benjamin, 16 Jan. 
Tuttle, Isaac s. Nathanael, 6 Feb. 
Hurd, Ruth da. Ebenezer, 21 Feb. [sic] 
Mino’, John s. John jun’, 27 Feb. 
Martin, Caleb s. Will", 27 Mar. 1698 
Knowles, Elizabeth da. Eleazar, 3 Apr. 
Huthwit, Elizabeth da. John, 10 Apr. 
Genner, Comfort da. Samuel, 1 May 
Mino’, Abigail, adm., 1 May 
Rootes, Joseph s. John, bp 12 June 
Hickock, Sarah da. Benjamin, 31 July 
Warner, Benjamin s. Ephraim, 7 Aug. 
Jud, Hannah da. John of Waterbury, 9 Nov. 
Squire, Joseph s. Thomas sen’, 2 Apr. 1699 
Frederick, Joseph s. William, 9 Apr. 
Hurlbut, Joseph s. Joseph jun’, 16 Apr. 
Curtiss, Stephen s, Israel, 23 Apr. 
Jud, Johanna da. Thomas jun’ of Waterbury, 21 May 
Brunson, Stephen s. Cornelius, 6 Aug. 
Galpin, Rachel da. Benjamin, 3 Sep. 
Judson, Sarah da. John, 17 Sep. 
Warner, Taphath da. John of Waterbury, 17 Sep. 
Jud, Hannah da. Deacon Thomas of Waterbury, 24 Sep. 
Scot, Hannah da. David of Waterbury, 24 Sep. 
Hurd, Elnathan s. Ebenezer, 15 Oct. 
Scot, Elizabeth da. Edmond of Waterbury, 29 Oct. 
Curtiss, Hanah da. John, 5 Nov. 


Scot, Hannah w. Jonathan of Waterbury, bp 12 Nov. 
Seot, Jonathan & John, chn. of Jonathan of 
Waterbury, 12 Nov. 


In the year of our Lord Christ 1699 or 700 the Reuerend 
M* Zechariah: Walker Pastor of this Church Changed his 
earthly Habitation for an heauenly Mansion on y*® 20% day of 
January jn the 634 yeare of his Age 
[No further entries before May 1702] 

I (Anthony stoddard) was admitted to full communion w™ 
this ch" by M* shove of Danbury. Ordained 27 May 1702 by 
M* Chauncey of stratford, M™ Webb, James, Charles 
Chauncey. 


WETHERSFIELD VITAL RECORDS, 1635-1665 


In Lanp Recorps, Vou. I. 


Page 12 
Elsen, Hanah da, Abraham & Rebeckah, b. 14 Aug. 1646 
Parke, Martha da. Tho: & Dorothy, b. 27 Oct. 1646 
Tho: s. Tho: & Dorothy, b. 18 Apr. 1648 
ffoote, Nath: s. Nath: & Elizebeth, b. 10 Jan. 1647 
Dickinson, Sam: s. Nath & Ana, b. abt. midle of July 1638 
Obadiah s. Nath & Ana, b. abt. 15 Apr. 1641 
Nehemiah s. Nath & Ana, b. abt. midle of Aug. 1643 
Hezekiah s. Nath & Ana, b. the last of Feb. 1646 
Azariah s. Nath & Ana, t . 1648 
Stoder, Mary da. John & Mary, : . 1643 
John, s. John & Mary, ; . 1646 
Caloub s. John & Mary, . . 1648 
Joshuah s. John & Mary, . . 1648 
Haill, Mar[t}ha da. Sam: & Mary, . . 1643 
Samuell s. Sam: & Mary, ‘ . 1644 


Page 13 

Haill, John s. Sam: & Mary, , . 1646 
Dickinson, Hanah da. John & Francis, . . 1648 
Gris | wold], Hester da. Micall & Ann, . 8 May 1648 
Tailler, John s. Will & Mary, . 23 July 1649 


8 
3 
ffoot, Sam: s. Nath: & Elizebeth, . 1 May 1649 
1 
3 


Hanset,* John s. Thomas & Deliuerance, Sep. 1649 
Borman, Isack s. Sam: . 3 Feb. 1642 
Mary da. Sam: & Mary, .14 Feb. 1644 
Sam: s. Sam: & Mary, b. abt. 28 Oct. 1648 
Joseph s. Sam: & Mary, b. 12 Mar. 1650 
John s. Sam: & Mary, b. 12 June [1653] 


Page 14 
Chapel, Abigail da. George & Christian, 
Sarah da. George & Christian, 
Rachell da. George & Christian, 
Nott, Hanah da. John & Ann, 
Goodrich, Will s. Will & Sarah, 
Wells, John s. Hugh & Mary, 
Mary da. Hugh & Mary, 
Curtis, John s. Tho: & Elizebeth, 
James s. Tho: & Elizebeth, 
Joseph s. Tho: 
Sam: s. Tho: & Elizebeth, 
Isack s. Tho: & Elizebeth, 


* Spelled also Hanchet, 


1 
. 26 
Oct. 1649 
.10 June 1649 
8 Aug. 1649 
4 May 1648 
5 Aug. 1649 
lJan. 1639 
.15 Sep. 1641 
y of Mar. 1644 
1 Apr. 1646 


] 


.2 


a 
ook os 
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Page 15 


Chester, John s. Lenord & Mary, b. 3 Aug. 
Doreus da. Lenord & Mary, b. 5 Nov. 
Steuen s, Lenord & Mary, b. 3 Mar. 


Mary da. Lenord & Mary, b. 15 Jan. 
Prudence da. Lenord & Mary, b. abt. 16 Feb. 
Eunice da. Lenord & Mary, b. abt. 15 Jan. 
Marcie da. Lenord & Mary, b. midle of Feb. 
Wells, Mary da. Hugh & Mary, b. 14 Oct. 
Rebeckah da. Hugh & Mary, 


Page 16 

Robins, Mary da. John, 
Hanah da. John, 
Comfort da. John, 
John s. John, 

Palmer,* Deborah da. Henery & Katherne, 
Hanah da. Henery & Katherne, 
Ephrim s. Henery & Katherne, 
Doreas da. Henery & Katherne, 


1635 
1637 
1639 
1641 
1643 
1645 
1647 
1650 


. 1651 


. 1641 
. 1643 
. 1646 
. 1649 
. 1642 
. 1645 
. 1648 
. 1650 


Belden, Sam: s. Will & Tomisin, b. 20 July 1647 
Daniell s, Will & Tomisin, b. 20 Nov. 164[8] 
John s. Will & Tomisin, b. 9 Jan. 164[9] 
Not, John s. John & Ann, b. 10 June 1650 
Hubet,t Marie da. John & Marie, b. 27 Jan. 


Page 17 
Washull, Johanah da. John & Susanah, 
Lilley, Ruth da, John & Ruth, 
Hanah da. John & Ruth, 
Haill, Mary da. Sam: & Mary, 
Rebeckah da. Sam: & Mary, 
Goofe, Jacob s. Philip & Rebeckah, 
Rebeckah da. Philip & Rebeckah, 
Wolcot, Elizebeth da. George & Elizebeth, 
Goodrich, Elizebeth da. John & Elizebeth, 
John s. John & Elizebeth, 
Mary da. John & Elizebeth, 
Wolecot, George s. George & Elizebeth, 


Page 18 

Kirby, Hanah da. John & Elizebeth, 
John s, John & Elizebeth, 
Eunice da. John & Elizebeth, 


1650 


Montigue, Peeter s. Rich: & Abigail, J es 1651 


ffrancis, Sussanah da. Robt & Joane, . 1Nov. 


* Spelled also Pallmer. 
tice. Hubbard. 


1651 


b. 20 J 
b. 10 Ap 
b. 12 Oct 
b. 20 Ap 
b. 5 Feb 
b. 14 Au 
b. abt. 25 Ap 
b. 7 Ap 
b. 3July 1650 
b. 16 Feb. 1647 
b. 18 May 1650 
b. 29 Apr. 1649 
b. 29 Oct. 1651 
b. 15 Aug. 1649 
b. 7 Oct. 1651 
b. 20 June 1650 
b. 2 Nov. 1645 
b. 5Sep. 1647 
b. 15 Dee. 1650 
b. 20 Sep. 1653 


Kilborne, John s. John & Naomy, 
Wells, Thomas s. Thomas & Mary, 
Willyams, Amos s. Mathew & Sussana, 
Mathew s. Mathew & Sussana, 
Rilley, John s. John & Grace, 
Joseph s. John & Grace, 
Jonathan s. John & Grace, 


Page 19 
Goodrich, Joseph s. John & Elizebeth, 
Harison, Rebeckah da. John & Katherne, 
Beldan, Susanah da. Will & Tomisen, 
Marie da. Will & Tomisen, 
Nathaniell s. Will & Tomisen, 
Wells, Mary da. Thom: & Mary, 
Sarah da. Tho: & Mary, 
Hitcheock, Luke s. Luke & Elizebeth, 
Bucke, Ezekell s. Emanuell & Sarah, 


Jonathan s. Emanuell & Sarah, 


Page 20 

Chapel, R George s. [name omitted] & Marget, 

Churchell, Mary da. Josias & Elizebeth, 
Elizebeth da. Josias & Elizebeth, 
Hanah da. Josias & Elizebeth, 
Joseph s. Josias & Elizebeth, 
Beniaman s. Josias & Elizebeth, 

Boarman, Sarah da. Sam: & Mary, 

Hub[bard], John s, John & Marie, 
Hanah da. John & Marie, 

Boreman, Daniell s. Samuell & Mary, 


Page 21 
Wells, John s. Tho: & Marie, 
ffrancis, Rob‘ s. Robt & Joane, 

Mary da. Robt & Joane, 
Goffe, Philip s. Philip & Rebeckah, 

Moses s. Philip & Rebeckah, 
Wolecot, John s. George & Elizebeth, 
Waddams, John s. John & Susanah, 
Churchell, Sarah da. Josias & Elezebeath, 
Heall, Bennezar s. Sam" & Mary, 


Page 22 
Smith, Sam s. M' Henry, 

Johanah da. M' Henry & Dorothy, 
Smith, Noah, 

Elizebeth, 


John s. Emanuell & Sarah, b. abt. the Later end of Nov. 
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b. 15 Jan. 1651 
b. 10 Jan. 1652 
b. 14 Mar. 1645 
b. 14 May 1651 


b. abt. 15 Aug. 1646 
b. abt. 21 Oct. 1649 
b. abt. 4 Mar. 1650/1 


. 1653 
. 1653 
. 1651 
. 1652 
. 1654 


b. 5 June 1655 
b. 15 Jan. 1650 
1652 
. 1655 


. 1653 
‘ . 1639 
.15 May 1642 
. 1644 
b. 2 Dee. 1649 
b. 16 May 1652 
b. 4 Mar. 1655 
b. 12 Apr. 1655 
b. 5 Dee. 1656 


b. [4 Aug. 1658] 


b. 14 Jan. 1656 
b. 6 Nov. 1653 
b. 12 Oct. 1656 
b. 2 Mar. 1653 
b. 30 May 1656 
b. 5 Aug. 1656 
b. 8July 1655 
b. 11 Nov. 1657 
b. 29 July 1661 


b. 27 Jan. 1638 
b. 25 Dee. 1641 
b. 25 Feb. 1643 
b. 25 Aug. 1648 


b. 10 Jan 
b. 10 Feb 
b. 5 Nov 
b. 2 Feb 
b. 13 Nov 
b. 1 Oct. 1653 
b. 5 May 1655 
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Boosey, Mary da. James & Alice, 

Hanah da. James & Alice, 

Sarah da. James & Alice, 

James s. James & Alice, 
Hubbard, Jonathan s, John & Mary, 
Borman, Jonathan s. Sam[ ] & Mary, 
Buck, Mary da. Emanuell & Mary, 
Borman, Nathaniell s. Sam" & Mary, 

Martha da. Sam" & Mary, 


Page 23 

Hurlbut, John s. Tho & Sarah, 

Griswold, Thomas s. Mikell & Ann, 
Mickall s. Michall & Ann, 


Page 36 

Belding, John & Lidiah, 

Belding, John s. John & Lediah, 

Deming, John & Marry, 

Deming, John s. John & M[ar]y, 

Wolicut, Marsy da. George & Elesabeath, 

Wickcom, Tho s. Thomas & Sarah, 

Wickom, Sarah da. Tho[mas] & Sarah, 
Willame s. Thomas & Sarah, 

Belding, Jonathan s. John & Lidiah, 
Joseph s. John & Lediah, 


Page 37 
Graues, Nath & Martha, 
Graues, Sarah da. Nath & Martha, 
Mary da. Nath & Martha, 
Wright, Samuell & Mary, 
Elsen, Sarah da. Abraham & Rebeck[ah], 


Hanah da. Abraham & Rebeck[ah], 


Belding, Sam" s. John & Lidiah, 


Page 38 

Haryson, John & Catetorn, 

Harison, Marry da. John & Cattorn, 

Haryson, Sarah da. John & Cattorn, 

Beldin, Marry da. Saml & Marry, 
Saml s. Samuell & Mary, 
Steuen s. Saml & Mary, 

Williames, Amus s. Math & Susanah, 
Math s. Math & Susanah, 
Math s. Math & Susanah, 
Sam s. Math & Susanah, 


10 Sep. 1635 
0 Feb. 1641 
2 Nov. 1643 
1 Feb. 1645 
3 Jan. 1658 
1660 
1 Jan. 1658/9 
12 Apr. 1663 


b. 
b. 
b. 
b. 
b 
b 
b. 

b. 


b. 12 Aug. An 


b. 8 Mar. 1642 
b. 22 Oct. 1646 
b. 7 Mar. 1666/7 


m. 24 Apr. 165[7] 
b. 12 June 1658 

. 1657 

. 1658 

. 1659 

. 1648 

. 1653 

. 1657 


m.16 Jan. 1655 
b. 4 Oct. 1656 
b. 11 Nov. 1658 
m. 29 Sep. 1659 
b. 17 Mar. 1643/4 
b. 15 Aug. 1645 
b. 3Jan. 1665 


m. 4 May 1653 
b. 8 June 1655 
b. 9 Mar. 1656/7 
b. 10 July 1655 
b. 6 Apr. 1657 
b. 28 Dee. 1658 
b. 14 Mar. 1645/6 
b. 8 May 1651 
b. 27 Oct. 1647 
b. 4Jan. 1653 
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Page 39 
Hitcheok, Luke, died 1 Nov. 1659 
Wright, Mary w. James, died 6 Oct. 1659 
Welles, M™ Tho the Deputy Gou', died 14 Jan. 1659 
Kilborne, Naoemy w. John, died 1 Oct. 1659 
Robins, M™ w. M* John, died abt. meddell of Sep. 1659 
Robins, Sam s. M' John, died abt. latter end Nov. 1659 
Robins, M* John, died 27 June 1660 
Bosswell, James, died 24 Dee. 1660 
Deming, Joseph s. John & Mary, b. 2 June 1661 
Grisswold, Mary da. Mikell & Ann, b. 28 Jan. 1650 
Mikell s. Mikell & Ann, b. 14 Feb. 1652 
Abigall da. Mikell & Ann, b. 8 June 1655 
Isa s. Mikell & Ann, b. abt. last of Sep. 1658 
Jacob s. Mikeli & Ann, b. 15 Apr. 1660 
Sarah da. Mikell & Ann, b. the last of Sep. 1662 
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[Page 3] oy 

Branford March. 7. 1687/8 the after named imbodied in Chh 

Covenant 
Sam" Russel Deliv™ Rose 
W™ Maltby Mary Betts 
Eleaz™ Stent Ruth frisby 
Sam" Pond Sarai Page 
Jn° frisby Sarai Guts [ell] 
Jn° [Tap—?]* Jane Tyler — 

~Peter Tyler 
& y® same time adjoined Added since 
Dan" Swain 1688 John Rose 
Aaron Blatchly fran: Tyler -~- 
Tho Serjeant Ab" Russel 
Sam" Betts Eliz. Rose 
& Women Wid. Linsly 

Eliz. Barker Wid. Nash 
Hannah Maltby Est. Wheadon 
Sarai Blat[chly] [1689?] Jon™ frisby 
Miriam Pond Jn° Maltby 
Doreas Tainter Mr* Topping 
Eliz: Stent Mary Adams 
Hannah Wheadon [Is]aac Maltby 
Eliz Pamer Sam" Harringté 
[Han]nah frisby [ ] Maltby 


*Tainter? Or Topping? 


1697 


98 
99 
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W™ Maltby 
Silence frisby 
Tho™ Wheadon 
Hannah Willard 
Wid” Bartholomew 
Sam" foot 


1700 


“Hannah Tyler 


Deb. Baldwin 
Stent 
Micah Pamer 
Geo. Baldwin 
Jos. foot 

Nath" Harrison 
Han: Harrison 
Jonas Page 

Sarai Rose 

Eliz. Maltby 

Eliz. Hand 
Rebecca frisby 
Nath" foot 
Darecas Swain 
Tab. foot 

Marg' Harrison 
Ab. foot 

Wid: Whitehead 
Mary Goodrich 
Jonas foot 
Damaris Pamer 
Ab, foot 

M* Sam" Whiting 
Hannah Harrington 
Hannah frisby 03 
Good™ Town([er] 


[Page 5] 
Infants baptized upon parental right 


1688 [ 


[ Children ] 


] Deb. Rose 
Hannah ‘‘ 
Jn° 

Dan" 
W™ Moss 
Jn°  Linsly 
Jon® 
Joan* ‘‘ 


John Pamer 

Eliz: Hoadly 
Eliz: White[head] 
Eliz Tyler - 

Ab. Barns 
Hannah Charles 


] 
Dan" Maltby 


Han. Barthol” 
Eliz. foot 
Sarai Towner 
Josiah frisby 
Abra Hoadly 
Benj. Barns 
And” Bartholm*® 
Tho. Harrison 
Butler 
Lydia Butler 
Rachel Swain 
Joshua Pamer 
Jon™ Linsly 
Jon™ Page 
Mercy Pamer 
Han: Parker 
Jn°. foot 
Han. Rose 
Ab. Pond 
Jon™ Rose 
Sam" Page 
Mindw" Page 
Mary Tyler 
Nath" finch 
W™ Hoadly Sent 
Mary finch 
Dorcas Tyler 


[Parents] 


32 
1690 
1691 
1692 
1693 
1694 
1695 
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Ab. 
Jn° Howd 
Anthony ‘‘ 
Benj. 
Joseph Nash 
Tho. 
Eliz. 
[Jo]siah Pond 
Joseph frisby 
Mary 
] Oct. [ |] Patience Tyler 
Sarai Gutsil 
] 18 Ab Russel 
Nath" frisby 
Eliz. Johnson 
4 Jn° Baldwin 
Sam" Rose 
Lois Pond 
[1691] Aug. 16 Jon™ frisby 
Sep. 27 Joseph Stent 
Dee. 13 Barth' Goodrich 
[ ] 1 Joseph Tyler 
1692 Feb. 28 thd. Wheadon 
Oct. Phebe Baldwin 
Lydia Gutsil 
Feb. 5 Amos Johnson 
1693 Mar. Lydia frisby 
Joseph foot 
— June Han. Tyler 
Nath" Harrison 
Aug. Sam" Maltby 
Han. frisby 
Oct. Sam" Russel 
Feb. Moses Pond 
; Joanna Goodrich 
“1694 Mar. Eliz. Tyler 
Sep. Dan" Harrison 
Jn°: Wheadon 
Nov. Thank: foot 
An. Pamer 
Dee. Jsrael Baldwin 
~ 1695 Apr. Sam" Tyler 
May Experience Johnson 
Abiel frisby 
Nov. Timothy Russel 
1696 Mar. Eliz. foot 
Doreas ‘* * 


* Under her name is that of Nathll foot, crossed off. 


33 
Jn° 

Jn° 
Jos. 
Jonth 
G’s 
N’s 

M 

G 
fran. 
Ed. 
Jon 
N. 


34 


Apr. 


June 
July 
Aug. 
Dee. 
Jan. 
1697 May 
July 
Aug. 
~ Sep. 


[Page 


“1698 Apr. 
June 
July 
Aug. 
Sep. 


Jan. 

1699 Mar. 
Apr. 

~ May 
June 

Aug. 

Nov. 

Dee. 

Feb. 


1700 Mar. 


Apr. 
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Lydia Harrison 
Tho 
Jemima 
Caleb Pamer 
Mary Harrison 
Nath" foot 

W" Goodrich 
Miriam Pond 
Ab! Harrison 
Sam!" foot 

Ab! farrington 
Nath" Wheadon 
Eliz. Rogers 
Sarai Tyler 
Eliz. Baldwin 


] Johnson 
Josiah Harrison 
Dan" foot 
Lydia Pamer 
Roger Tyler 
Dan" Russel 
Jon™ Maltby 
Benj. Harrison 
Jon" Rose 
Mindwel Pond 
thd. foot 
Susan. Linsly 
Benj. farrington 
Nath" Tyler 
Robert foot 
Hannah Sutlife 
Lydia frisby 
Deborah Baldwin 
Jn° foot 
Abram Harrison 
Rich™ Towner 


Sarai 
John 
Joseph 
Benj. 
Sam!" 
Hannah 


Micah Pamer 


Deborah 
John 
Phebe 
Joseph 


| thomas 

M. 

N’s 

Ns 

Ss 

Ts 

Jos, 

B, 

Ts 

Ns 

fr. 

G, 

| 

N 

N, 

Ms 

G, 

Jon™ 

Jn° 
B 
fs 

Jos, 

Jn° 
Cc 

Jn° 

N. 

M, 
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June Joseph Harrison 2 
Ester Johnson Ed, 
Aug. Jon™ Russel 
\ [Sep. ?] Deb. Tyler Gs 
Josiah frisby C 
Elean’ Barns Ben 
Nov. Nath" Tyler f, 
David Rose Jo™ 
Dee. W"™ Bartholomew An 
1701 Mar. Sam" foot Jn° 
Apr. Nathan Pamer Jn° 
Lydia Butler Jon™ 
Dinah ‘‘ 
~ [Debo]rah Tyler 
[ 
July Eliz. Pamer Jos. 
Jon™ Butler 
Aug. Ab. Barns B, 
Dan" foot Jos. 
Sep. Rachel Hoadley 
Nov. Mary Sutlife Jn° 
Rebecca Wheadon 
Sam!" frisby Eb. 
Dee. Thankful Towner 
Jan. Moses foot N, 
Dorothee Harrisé N. 
1702 Mar. Susan Barthol A: 
Judah Pamer M, 
July Timothy Page S, 
Deliv’. 
Sep. Mabel Barns Jn° 
Jemima Tyler 
Dee. Sam" finch 
Jn° 
Nath" ‘‘ 
Jan. Martha Baldwin 
David Harrison 
Caleb frishy C 
1703 Apr. Eben: Johnson Ed. 
Jaacob Rose 
May Rebec : Thomson 
Rebec: Pamer Jos. 
Eben. Russel 
Eben. Tyler G, 
July Jsaae Hill 
Aug. Mary Johnson N, 
Stephen Pamer Jn° 
Oct. Lydia Rose Jn° 


An. Tyler f. 
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Jon™ foot Jn° 
Thank. finch 
Dec. Mary Maltbies D’ 
Lydia Sutlife Jn° 
1704 Apr. Sam" Pamer Ms 
Elias Barthol. Js. 
Jn° Barns Jn° 
Jn° frisby Jn° 
Eliz. Plant 
Martha Tyler a 
Ab. foot 
July Dan" Barns [ ] 


Jon™ Harrison 

Wheadon 

Judith Sutlife N. 
Sep. Hannah Barthmew 

Desire farrington 


Dee. Abram foot Jos 
Lydia Page Sam, 

Jan. Elnathan Tyler Jn° 
Aaron Harrison 
Lydia finch N. 


1705 Apr. Sam" Harrington 
May Ithiel Russel 


Aug.* Joshua Pamer Jos 
July Dan" Baldwin 
Abram frisby C 


Jsaiah Butler 
Aug. Cornelius Johnson 


~ Sep. Eliz Tyler Pet* 
Mercy frisby E. 
Oct. Bethiah Rose Jn° 
Nov. Jedadiah frisby Jn°. 
Dec. Moses Page Gs 
Mary Whitehead 
Patience foot Jn° 
~ Abigail Tyler Jsaac 
Abel Hoadly Abr 
Jan. Dan" Rose Jon® 
feb. W™ Maltby Da 
Martha Pamer M 
Ed. frisby Ed. 
Azariah Howd B. 
desire farrington 
~ 1706 Apr. Obadiah Tyler G. 


Bethiah Linsly 


* Written over May. 
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June Abigail Sutlife J[ ] 
Desire Barns J{ ] 
July Eleaz** Barthol. Js[ ] 
Sep. Jn° Johnson N! 
Oct. Sam" Barthol. And. 
Abia Pamer Jn[?] 


[This concludes the baptisms through the sixth e of the first book of 
records of the First Congregational Society of Branford. The baptisms 
are crowded into several columns to the page, and the names so abbreviated 
that we have departed from our usual method of arrangement and have 
followed the original very closely. These are the earliest extant records 
of the Church, begun with the pastorate of Rev. Samuel Russell. ] 


THE WIFE OF REV. ABRAHAM! PIERSON 
By DonaLp Lines Jacosus, M.A., of New Haven, Connecticut 


It has long been known that Rev. Abraham Pierson left a 
widow Abigail, and the statement has often appeared in print 
that Mrs. Pierson was a daughter of Rev. John Wheelwright of 
Exeter. This appears to have been originally a mere guess, and 
so far as the present writer is informed, no real evidence has 
ever been forthcoming to back up the statement. 

A few years ago, Col. Charles E. Banks, of Boston, Mass., 
abstracted certain genealogical items from the medical journal 
of the younger John Winthrop. At that time, he furnished me 
with a carbon copy of his digest; and before his death, gave 
written permission to utilize it in connection with my plan to 
publish the records of Connecticut families. The great value of 
this digest will be apparent from the first installment of these 
items, which appears in the present issue of THE GENEALOGIST. 
Among these items is the following: 

**a girl of 8 or 9 daughter of Coe of New Haven her mother Mr. 
[Mit]chels & Mrs Peirsons sister’’ 

This item appears on page 944 of the Winthrop Journal, is 
poorly written, and of uncertain date. Col. Banks thought it 
might belong to the year 1662. An ink blot covers the first part 
of the name ending ‘‘chel.’’ Col. Banks suggested that it might 
be Birchell or Churchell. I at once interpreted it as Mitchell, 
for the reasons stated below, and Col. Banks accepted my inter- 
pretation as probable. 

Robert? Coe of Stratford, Conn., married Hannah? Mitchell, 
daughter of Mr. Matthew Mitchell of Stamford, Conn. Mr. Coe 
died in 1659, and at some date between then and 1667 his widow 
married Nicholas Elsey of New Haven. She brought her Coe 
children here with her, and the two daughters later married in 
New Haven. These were the only Coes, so far as known, who 
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lived here at the time of the Winthrop entry, and the daughter 
Susannah Coe was about nine years old in 1662, the date to 
which Col. Banks was inclined to ascribe the entry. 

On the extremely probable assumption that the girl treated 
by Winthrop was a daughter of Robert and Hannah (Mitchell) 
Coe, can the other references be adequately explained? Hannah 
had two brothers living, one of whom was David Mitchell of 
Stamford and Stratford, Conn. But the reference is doubtless 
to her other brother, Rev. Jonathan Mitchell, a noted preacher, 
who was minister at Cambridge, Mass., and with whom Winthrop 
was assuredly acquainted. 

The question remaining is: what sister of Hannah Mitchell 
was, or could have been, a Mrs. Pierson? Hannah had not more 
than three sisters who are available; one, Sarah, married Samuel 
Sherman, and that leaves Abigail, baptized 26 Apr. 1618, and 
Susannah, baptized 14 Oct. 1627. The older authorities state 
that Abigail died, or probably died, young, but no evidence has 
been seen except the negative evidence that she was not men- 
tioned in her father’s will. We shall return to this question 
later. 

What Mr. Pierson married, or could have married, Abigail or 
Susannah Mitchell? It will be noted that Winthrop called Mrs. 
Coe’s sister ‘‘Mrs.’’ Pierson. Winthrop himself belonged to 
the social class which was entitled to the prefix of respect, and 
in his Journal he did not apply it lightly. It is therefore cer- 
tain that Mr. Pierson was a man of social position. We find 
but two candidates, and of these Henry Pierson of Southampton, 
L. I., is known to have married Mary Cooper of that place. The 
will of John Cooper, Sr., made 6 May 1662, named his son Henry 
Pierson, and Pierson’s children ;* and that was about the date 
when Winthrop referred to a Mrs. Pierson as sister of Mrs. Coe. 
Mary Cooper had no sister who married a Coe. 

Rev. Abraham!’ Pierson is the other candidate, so let us exam- 
ine the facts and see how well they fit. He had a wife Abigail, 
and that was the name of one of the available Mitchell girls. He 
named a daughter Susannah, which was the name of the other 
Mitchell girl, as well as of their mother, Mrs. Mitchell. Susannah 
Pierson married a Stamford man, and that fact is well explained 
if her mother was a Mitchell of Stamford. Finally, Abraham 
Pierson wrote an elegy on the early death of Robert Coe, the 
husband of Hannah Mitchell. Just why he took so much interest 
in Mr. Coe, has never been explained; but the reason for his 
interest is obvious if they were brothers-in-law. Against this 
circumstantial evidence, and the testimony of Winthrop, there 
is but a single objection. That is the statement, unbacked by 
any evidence so far as we have been able to learn, that Pierson’s 


* Southampton Town Records, vol. 2, p. 25. 
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wife was a daughter of John Wheelwright. That claim, in the 
light of the evidence here presented, can be dismissed without 
consideration unless or until its proponents put forward more 
valid proof than mere iteration. 

The question still remains, whether it was Abigail or Susannah 
Mitchell who married Rev. Abraham Pierson. My first view 
was that it was Susannah, and this was based largely on the 
assumption in printed sources that Abigail probably died young, 
and on my understanding that she was not mentioned in her 
father’s will. Although Mr. Pierson left a widow Abigail, he 
might have had an earlier wife. Two circumstances have led 
me to reverse this first opinion. 

An examination of the few lines in the first book of Stamford 
Town Records* which constitute the will of Matthew Mitchell 
indicates that it was probably an oral will or at most a memo- 
randum of what certain children were to have to complete their 
portions. It mentions the two unmarried daughters (Hannah 
and Susannah), but does not mention Abigail or Sarah. The 
latter was then living, the wife of Samuel Sherman. The only 
conclusion we can derive from the will is that Abigail had either 
died or married before the will was made. She therefore 
remains available as the wife of Rev. Abraham Pierson. 

In the second place, Mr. Horace Dickerman of New Haven, 
Conn., obtained photostatic copies of the probate proceedingst 
on the estate of Mr. Pierson, and kindly permitted the writer to 
examine them and to quote from them. Mr. Pierson made his 
will at Newark, 10 Aug. 1671. It contains the following clause: 
‘*That my Wife shall haue the Thirds of my Whole Estate to 
Whose Loue and faithfulnes I Comit the bringing Up of my 
Children, and doe appoint her my sole Executrix, and giue her 
my Great bible and What other English book she pleaseth to 
Choose.’’ The will was witnessed by Thomas Pierson, who swore 
to it in Court, 12 Mar. 1678 [1678/9]. The widow Abigail 
accepted the trust, and gave bond as Executrix with Abraham 
Pierson [the son] as surety. 

The terms in which Mr. Pierson referred to his wife, and his 
appointment of her as sole Executrix, would be unusual for that 
period if she were a second wife and not the mother of the 
children. Now Susannah Mitchell was old enough to be mother 
of the younger Pierson children, but not of the older ones. 
Abigail Mitchell, however, was of suitable age to be mother of 
all the children. We conclude that the latter was identical with 
Abigail the wife of Abraham Pierson. 

A note may be appended regarding the wife of Matthew 
Mitchell. His marriage to Susan Butterfield of the parish of 


* Page 9. 
+ East Jersey Deeds, vol. 3, pp. 153-155. 
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Ovenden occurred on 16 Apr., 1616, according to records 
obtained from the parish registers of Halifax, co. York, England, 
and published in Stiles’ History of Wethersfield.* This 
authority states that it was Matthew Mitchell’s brother-in-law,t 
Samuel Butterfield, who was tortured to death by the Indians at 
Saybrook at the outbreak of the Pequot War. But Lyon Gardi- 
ner, a contemporary who participated in these sad events, wrote 
that the Indians took one of the old man’s sons and roasted him 
alive. We can scarcely escape the conviction that Matthew 
Mitchell’s wife was a widow Butterfield, and that it was her son, 
Mitchell’s stepson, and Mrs. Abigail Pierson’s half-brother, who 
suffered this cruel fate. 


THOMAS BARNES AND JOHN ANDREWS OF 
FARMINGTON, CONN. 


By E. J. ANDREWS, Esq., of Chicago, IIl. 


An original document in my possession is a contract or ante- 
nuptial agreement made between Thomas Barnes of Farmington 
and his prospective father-in-law, John Andrews, of the same 
town. It reveals the identity of the second wife of Thomas 
Barnes and gives other details of interest. We offer below a 
verbatim copy, following the atrocious spelling and occasional 


repetition of words which occur in the original document. It is 
believed that the document will be found valuable, not only for 
the genealogical information contained in it, but as an example 
of the type of marriage contract often made in the Seventeenth 
Century, 


March 23 1662 
3 


it having plesed the lord in the dispansashon of his profidans 
too me and myne soo too ordar it that thar is lykele to be an 
afynity betwixt Thomas Barnes of Farming Toune and John 
John Androos of the same toune By the maryge of the 
aforesaid Barnes with the daughtar of the aforesaid John 
Androus the covine and agremant betwixt the aforesaid John 
Andros and Thomas Barnes consarning the pramisys ar as 
foullouth : 

Furst that the aforesaid Barns dos give too his tandar 
[intended?] wife his now dwalling hous and orchard and 
howse lot that is now inclosed with all the apurtynanses 


*Vol. 2, p. 504. 
t+ The present writer was ill-advised in relying on this authority in Families of Old 
Fairfield, Vol. I, p. 415. 
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belonging too it to be at her one dispose deuaring the tyme 
of her natarall lyfe. 

the aforesaid Barns dooth covinant too and with the afore- 
said John Androus too lefe to his tandar wife in case that he 
shall dye before his wife:: I say too lefe too hur a nice and 
comfartaball mayntynanse for hur sallf acording too the 
istate that the lord hath or shall blas us with all and allso I 
doo bynnd my sallf too lefe with my loving wif so much istate 
as is met and comfurtabill for the bringing up of such chil- 
drun as the lord shall be plesed to give us to bring them up 
acording too the Rulls of the gospull. 

The aforesaid Thomas Barns doos covinant and agre too and 
with the aforesaid John Andros that he will lefe to his tandar 
wife in case that he shall dye before his wife hallf the 
moofabills in the house or hous hould goods for his wife to 
make use of them for for hure one comfort deuaring the tim 
of her natarall life:: and at the end thur of what shall be 
remayning of thum too returne too gather with the hous and 
hom lot and orchard with the apurtynansis belonging too 
thum too be dispose of acording too the last wish and testy- 
mant of the aforesaid Thomas Barns. 

the aforesaid Thomas barns doos covinant too and with the 
aforesaid John Andros too give to his tandar wif a joyntar 
that shall be at hur on dispos to give and bequeth to hom 
she ples aftar the deaces of hur husbun:: it being hur one 
pacullar rit which Joyntar contayns a parsall of land by 
istymashun six ackars mor or los lying in a parsall of land 
cald the allebow [elbow] a buting on the revire north and on 
the revur south and on the land of Moses vantras east and 
west. 

the aforesaid Thomas Barns dooth covinant too and with the 
afore said John Androus to putt out all his chilran axsupt- 
ing his sun bunjyman barns only and if thut the afore said 
barns toogether with the desire of his his wife shall se it 
comfurtabull for him sallf and his wif and child he hath 
liburty and poure to cep [keep] his dautar hany [Hannah] 
barns at home with him to be surfvisabil to him untull that 
she depart her natarall lif or till god shall dispos of hur in 
maridg. This aforesaid wif of Thomas barns hath poure 
now too give the joyntar abof spusifd or when she ples but 
the agre or agre (?) of it or not too injoy it tull aftur the 
deses of the aforesaid barns. In witness too the promisis I 
hafe set too my hand and synd and delivurd this in the 
presans of 


witnus Sam Stell The mark T of Thomas barns. 


3) 
4) 
5) 


FAMILY RECORDS 


[Under this section we shall publish records that come from family 
sources. The public records are often defective, and old records kept pri- 
vately in Bibles and account books often supply the deficiency. As cape 
records in private hands are peculiarly liable to loss or destruction, it is 
public service to preserve them by placing them in print. Since only the 
older records are of interest to a large number of people, we offer to print 
family records which extend for the most part back of 1800.] 


I. Marble Family, New York* 


Ephraim Marble and Hannah Davis were married 3 Jan. 1781 
Ephraim Marble was born 30 Jan. 1752 
Hannah Davis was born 14 Feb. 1764 
Polly Marble was born 8 Oct. 1782 
Anna Marble was born 8 Jan. 1784 
Elisha Marble was born 8 Nov. 1785 
Nathan Marble was born 21 Feb. 1788 
Esther Marble was born 1 Jan. 1791 
Ephraim Marble Jun. was born 27 Mar. 1793 
John Marble was born 9 Aug. 1795 
Hannah Marble was born 27 July 1798 
Patty Marble was born 4 Mar. 1801 
Rachel Marble was born 3 Apr. 1805 
Jonas Marble was born 1 Oct. 1808 
Jonas Marble died 28 Apr. 1887 
John Marble died 28 July 1826 
Ephraim Marble died 28 Nov. 1828 
Hannah Marble died 29 Jan. 1838 
Polly Marble died 8 Aug. 1805 
Parents birthdays John Marble 9 June 1794+ 
Anna Kellogg 25 July 1801 
married 9 Apr. 1817 
Birthdays of their children 
Betsey Marble 23 June 1818 
Stephen K. Marble 28 Dee. 1819 
Elisha Marble 25 May 1821 
Polly Marble 12 Apr. 1823 
Ephraim Marble 12 Feb. 1826 
John Marble died 28 July 1826 
Anna Marble married again to John Emmons Mar. 1827 
Children birth 


* Records gathered by Ephraim Marble, born in Niagara County, N. Y., 12 Feb. 1826, 
died in 1918, son of John and grandson ‘of Ephraim. The first Ephraim served in the 
Revolution with Vermont and New York troops; pensioner, 1820, Onondaga 
N. Y.; according to pension papers he was born 1758; wife Hannah and children Rachel 
and Jonas were named in his application. 

+t But the date was stated above as 9 Aug. 1795. 


FAMILY RECORDS 


John Emmons 
John Emmons died 
Father Emmons died 


II. Kellogg Family, New York* 


Birthdays of Grandparents 

Stephen Kellogg born in Kanaan Conn, 
Sarah Miller born in Kanaan Conn. 
Births of their children 

Sandusky Kellogg 

Jonathan Kellogg 

Rosetta Kellogg 

Elizabeth Kellogg 

Enoch Kellogg 

Hiram Kellogg (‘‘Died Sept 4 84’’) 
Anna Kellogg 

John C. Kellogg 

Hariet Kellogg 

Chloe Kellogg 

Stephen Kellogg 

Marriage of Grand Parents 

Stephen Kellogg to Sarah Miller 
Deaths of Grand Parents 

Stephen Kellogg 

Sarah Kellogg 


* From the same source as the Marble family records. 
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7 May 1828 
Aug. 1844 
10 Feb. 1829 


16 Apr. 1770 
28 Dee. 1772 


22 May 1792 
23 July 1793 
14 Nov. 1794 
30 June 1796 
27 July 1798 
29 Apr. 1800 
25 July 1801 

1 July 1803 
27 Aug. 1805 
27 Feb. 1807 
27 Aug. 1810 


11 Aug. 1791 


22 July 1836 
3 Sept. 1847 


CORRECTIONS OF PRINTED AUTHORITIES 


[This section will appear from time to time and will contain corrections 
of printed genealogical authorities. Important corrections, especially when 
referring to the early colonial period, are desired. We cannot afford to 
give space to errors in recent generations in family histories, for while they 
are numerous they are not of sufficient general interest. ] 


I. Early Springfield Records 
Corrected by WALTER E. CorBIn, Esq., of Florence, Mass. 


The Springfield, Mass., records as published in Bailey’s Massa- 
chusetts Marriages, vol. 3, contain a few errors, as follows: 
Page 125. The first seven dates in regard to the month have 
been misinterpreted. We give below the original reading of 
the dates of these seven marriages, with the corrections of 
Bailey’s dates. 
. dy. 
18 1644 Change Dec. to Feb, 
30 1645 Aug. Oct. 
26 1646 Sept. Nov. 
1 1647 July Sept. 
7 1647 Oct. Nov. 
29 1648 Apr. June 
17 1658 Oct. Nov. 


Page 126. James Dorchester and Lydia Preston m. Novy. 19, 
1706, 

Page 127. Joshua Loamess and Deborah Cooley int. Sept. 8, 
1715, m. Oct. 1715. 

John Miller and Priscilla Hail int. Nov. 26, 1715, m. Jan, 5 
1715/16. 

Henry Wolecoat and Abigail Cooley int. Nov. 17, 1716, m. Dec. 
27 1716. 

Sam" Lamb and Ann Rizly int. Feb. 2 1716/17. 

It should also be stated that in Bailey’s Massachusetts Mar- 
riages, vol. 3, p. 166, the record of marriage of Daniel Bush to 
Penelope Cook is erroneous; the bridegroom’s name should be 
Rust. The name is Rust in the record, though poorly written, 
and is also given as Rust in the Church Records, p. 19. 


4 
II. The Wife of John Goodrich of Wethersfield 
By Donatp Lines Jacosus, of New Haven, Conn. 


Goodwin in his Genealogical Notes, 1856, page 84, stated that 
John Goodrich, of Wethersfield, Conn., was twice married, and 
that his first wife was Elizabeth Edwards, daughter of Thomas 
Edwards of Wethersfield, who died 5 July 1670, The first child 
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was born 2 Nov. 1645, and Goodwin placed the marriage of 
John and Elizabeth in 1645. These statements were repeated 
in the History of Ancient Wethersfield, by Henry R. Stiles, 
volume 2, pages 314 and 370, under both the Edwards and 
Goodrich families. 

No record evidence has been seen for the statement that 
Elizabeth was a daughter of Thomas Edwards, nor does anything 
appear to indicate that she was an Edwards at all. Thomas 
Edwards died in 1683 aged about 62, by Wethersfield records. 
This fixes his date of birth approximately in 1621, hence it was 
impossible for him to be father of the Elizabeth who was mar- 
ried to John Goodrich by 1645. Records of the estate of Thomas 
Edwards prove that he had a daughter Ruth who married 
Samuel Hale, and indicate quite clearly that she was his only 
child who survived to have issue; see Manwaring’s Early 
Connecticut Probate Records, vol. 1, page 300, and vol, 2, page 
194. Ruth (Edwards) Hale was born about 1652, by her age at 
death, which is in harmony with the birth of her father, Thomas 
Edwards, in about 1621. The dates of Elizabeth make it impossi- 
ble to place her as sister of Ruth, and daughter of Thomas. 

In 1671 Thomas Edwards conveyed to his daughter Ruth and 
his son-in-law, Samuel Hale, Jr.; in 1674 he sold 200 acres to 
John Goodrich, Sr. [History of Ancient Wethersfield, vol. 1, 
p. 268.] No relationship to Goodrich was specified, according 
to the printed abstracts. This sale brought Edwards property 
into the possession of John Goodrich. Quite probably, Goodwin 
saw land records in which members of the Goodrich family were 
shown as owners of realty laid out to Thomas Edwards, and mis- 
interpreted such records as implying that the wife of John 
Goodrich was a daughter of Thomas Edwards. The references 
quoted above prove that Edwards realty came to the Goodriches 
by purchase, not by inheritance. Goodwin’s statement, which 
has been reprinted without reflection or investigation by many 
subsequent authorities, has no basis in fact. The maiden name 
of Elizabeth, the first wife of John Goodrich, is unknown. 


BOOK REVIEWS 


By H. DOANE 


This department is limited to a consideration of publications on the 
subject of American genealogy or colonial history. Books that may be of 
interest to our subscribers are sometimes accorded a notice without request. 
Authors and publishers can make certain of securing a review by sending 
one copy of the book to Gilbert H. Doane, Review Editor, Office of the 
Librarian, University of Nebraska, Lincoln, Neb. 

N.B. Since Mr. Doane plans to spend the summer of 1932 abroad, books 
received during the summer will be held for him and cannot be reviewed 
until the January 1933 issue. 


Hopkins. John Hopkins of Cambridge, Massachusetts, 1634, 
and some of his descendants. By Timothy Hopkins, 1932. 936 
pp. Printed by Stanford University Press. Pre-publication 
price, $11.00, postpaid. The edition is limited to 500 copies, and 
the price will be raised after publication. Inquire of Stanford 
University Press, Stanford University, California. 

This is not a hastily-prepared collection of ill-assorted data, 
but a real genealogy. Mr. Hopkins, already favorably known in 
genealogical circles as the compiler of the history of the Kellogg 
family, had prepared the Hopkins Genealogy for publication by 
1906, but both the manuscript and the type which was already 
set were completely destroyed in the San Francisco earthquake 
and fire of that year, 

Nobody except one who has had experience in compiling a 
family history can possibly realize the tremendous amount of 
labor and thought which goes into such a compilation, or that 
the destruction of the completed manuscript is an almost irrepa- 
rable disaster. It required courage and determination of no 
mean order to begin such an immense undertaking again, and 
to carry it through to a successful issue a quarter of a century 
later. 

The book is handsome in appearance and is strongly bound 
in art vellum cloth with gold lettering. 

John Hopkins settled in Cambridge, Mass., in 1634, and was 
one of the original proprietors of Hartford, Conn., in 1636. 
He died at Hartford, in 1654, leaving one son and one daughter. 
In the days when genealogy was more closely affiliated with 
romance than with science, a great deal of nonsense was written 
and published concerning the supposed relationship of various 
early immigrants of the Hopkins name, and sometimes the claim 
was made that our John of Hartford was a son of Stephen 
Hopkins of the Mayflower. Mr. Hopkins does not dignify this 
claim by so much as a mention, but states that considerable 
research in England was undertaken at his behest, without any 
definite results. Mr. Hopkins is interested in facts, which he 
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records with great exactitude, and with entire propriety he 
begins the genealogy with the arrival of John Hopkins on 
American shores. 

Descendants are traced in the male line to the present day 
with unusual completeness. The children of Hopkins daughters 
are accorded a place, but their descendants are not traced 
further. This method is in accord with the most approved prac- 
tice; those family histories which trace female lines for several 
generations are as a rule sadly deficient in their treatment of 
the male lines. Much material of personal and historical inter- 
est is included, especially pertaining to the public services per- 
formed in war and peace by members of the Hopkins family. 
Lists of ancestors whose services qualify descendants for mem- 
bership in various patriotic societies are appended. Many refer- 
ences to sources appear, both in the text and in footnotes. 

The index fills 130 pages, three columns to the page. Married 
women are entered both under their maiden and married 
surnames. 

The arrangement of the genealogy is not very different from 
the standard form most commonly employed, Heads of families 
are numbered; the children receive no numbers of any kind 
except sons who are carried forward to the subsequent genera- 
tion, and they receive reference numbers in sequence. Children 
of daughters are entered directly under them, and are numbered 
with large Roman numerals in order of birth. This system is 
quickly grasped, though at first contact a trifle confusing, due 
to the fact that heads of families, children and grandchildren 
are all printed in the same size of type. Children and grand- 
children (the issue of daughters) are indented the same distance 
from the margin, but because grandchildren are numbered in 
order of birth while children are not, the figures make the 
grandchildren stand out more prominently than do the children. 
It is only at first glance that one is likely to be bothered a bit 
by this mode of arrangement, and as soon as one grows accus- 
tomed to it, less confusion is caused than might be inferred from 
the above description. The choice of the same size of type for 
everything except footnotes is the only feature of the entire 
book, either subject matter or style of presentation, where the 
reviewer finds himself not in complete accord with the choice 
made by the author; and even this feature possesses one advan- 
tage to offset the disadvantages mentioned, for the large type 
is easy on the eyes of the reader. 

Mr. Hopkins has given the family a history of which all 
descendants may justly feel proud. Not one genealogy out of 
fifty published are so satisfactory in every respect. The work 
of research and compilation has been carefully and thoroughly 
done, Every page is a witness to the painstaking care that has 
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been bestowed upon it, and it is quite apparent that we have 
here the finished product of years of labor. Only patient, loving 
effort, accompanied by a generous expenditure of time and 
money, could have brought forth a book so complete, so accurate, 
and so readable. 

The frontispiece reproduces an original letter, with an auto- 


graph, of John Hopkins the settler. 
D. L. J. 


QUERIES AND ANSWERS 
Edited by Puitip M. Smiru of Washington, D. C. 
REGULATIONS 


This department is open to subscribers without cost. 

Non-subscribers must enclose $1.00 for each fifty words, or fraction thereof. 

All querists should enclose letter postage for each individual query. All 
queries should be short and definite. 

Answers received will be mailed directly and promptly to querists, and will 
be published if they are of general interest. 

Letters to be forwarded to querists must be sent in unsealed, stamped 
envelopes, accompanied by number of query and its signature. Right 
is reserved to print any information contained in the communication 
to be forwarded. 

All communications should be sent at least seven weeks prior to date of 
publication to Philip M. Smith, Queries Editor, 1417 Belmont Street, 
Washington, D. C. 


QUERIES 


1. BOTSFORD. Wanted date of marriage (before 1777) of 
Moses Botsford, Zoar District, Newtown, Conn., and Huldah 
Winton. Wanted date of marriage of Daniel Botsford, Newtown, 
who married before 1820 (Mrs.) Lucina (Twitchell) Candee. 


(a) CAULKINS. Wanted date of marriage of Stephen Calk- 
ins, b. 1706, Lebanon, Conn., and Mary Curtiss. Also date of 
second marriage to Elizabeth . What was her maiden 
name? Stephen d. 1791. Elijah Calkins, b. 1740, Sharon, 
Conn.; d. 1813, Sharon, N. Y. Wanted dates of birth of his 
=— Hezekiah, William, Minor, Calvin, Elijah, Luther, 

y. 


(b) CAULKINS-HALE. Wanted ancestry of Esther Hale 
who married about 1788 Hezekiah Calkins, b. 1764 and d. 1825. 


(ec) FINCH. Daniel Finch, b. 1694, East Haven, Conn., was 
married by 1719. Who was his wife? 
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(d) NICHOLS. Daniel Nichols, 1687-1740, m. Hannah Peat 
and had Samuel, Daniel, Nathan Peat and Rachel. Were there 
others? Wanted dates of birth of all children. Samuel Nichols 
m. Hannah Beach (when?). Date of Samuel’s death wanted. 


(e) NICHOLS-HARD. Benjamin Nichols, b. 1739; wanted 
date of death. He m. 1762 Phebe Hard. Her parentage wanted. 


(f) TWITCHELL. Ebenezer Twitchell, 1765-1852, m. 1783, 
at Oxford, Conn., Jerusha Finch. Wanted dates of birth of their 
children: Jeremy Hull, Daniel, Lucina, Betsey, Polly, Sheldon 
Wooster. 


(g) WAYLAND. Information wanted about the family of 
James and Sarah Wayland, of Huntington, Conn., who had Jane, 
John, James and Edward, Edward Wayland, 1762-1833, m. 
1786, Molly Bennett, and had James, John, Burton, Bethiah, 
Betsey and Polly. More information wanted.—H. T. 8. 


2. WOOD. Wanted parentage and ancestry of Keziah Wood, 
who m. Oct. 30, 1771, at Christ Chureh, Salem, Westchester 
Co., N. Y., John Hoyt, bapt. Mar. 20, 1748, d. at Walton, 
N. Y., about 1833. He was son of Ezra and Phebe (Benedict) 
Hoyt, of New Canaan, Conn. Was she the Keziah Wood who 
was bapt. at Huntington, L. I., May 10, 1752? Was she the 
dau. of John Wood who m. Dee. 3, 1739, Elizabeth Gildersleeve 
at Huntington, L, I.? 


(a) ROGERS (RODGERS). Wanted parentage and ances- 
try of Rebecca Rodgers, b. Dee. 2, 1716; d. Sept. 23, 1775; m. 
Mar. 10, 1737, at Huntington, L. I., by Rev. Ebenezer Prime, 
to Joseph Lockwood, b. Nov. 23, 1710, at Norwalk, Conn.; d. 
July 20, 1773. He was son of Joseph and Mary (Wood) Lock- 
wood, of Norwalk. Was Rebecca the dau. of David and Jane 
Rogers? Was David the son of Jonathan and Rebecca (Wilkes) 
Rogers? Jonathan was son of William and Anne (Hall) Rogers, 
of Hempstead and Huntington, L. I. William was probably 
bapt. at Stratford-on-Avon. England, Feb. 7, 1612; probably 
emigrated to America 1636-1640. William, son of Thomas 
Rogers, bapt. June 11, 1587, was buried Aug, 31, 1639, at Strat- 
ford-on-Avon. Thomas, son of Thomas and Margareta (Pace or 
Pave) Rogers. 


(b) HUBER. Wanted parentage and ancestry of Maria 
Magdolene Huber, b. Mar. 30, 1767; d. Dec. 7, 1804; sister 
of George Huber, She m. Aug. 4, 1791, Christian Jacob Hutter, 
b. May 17, 1771, at New Deitendorf, Saxe Gotha, Germany; 4d. 
after 1844. He emigrated to Bethlehem, Pa., 1789, and was 
Lieut. Col. in command of Northampton, Lehigh and Pike county 
militia in War of 1812.— C. N. H. 
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3. LYON. Wanted place of birth and parentage of William 
Lyon, b. Jan., 1771; m. 1793 at Washington, Conn., Sarah 
(Sally) Titus, dau. of Joel and Mary (Treat) Titus. They were 
parents of one son, Daniel Lyon, b. in Connecticut in 1795, and 
in 1800 were living in Bethlehem, Conn. By 1813 they had 
removed to Wayne Co., N. Y. 

(a) STRICKLAND. Wanted maiden name, place and date 
of birth, and parentage of Hannah, wife of Joseph Strickland, 
of Simsbury and Turkey Hills, Conn. She d. May 21, 1769, in 
her 35th year and is buried at Turkey Hills. 

(b) THRALL. Wanted maiden name, place of birth, and 
parentage of Anne, wife of Lieut, Benjamin Thrall, of Turkey 
Hills, Conn. She was b. 1745 and d. at East Granby, Conn., 
July 16, 1816, aged 71 y. Benjamin d. in 1793, leaving, among 
other children, a minor son, Joel, whose uncle, Asahel Holcomb, 
was made his guardian. 

(ec) CROCKER. Wanted dates of birth, marriage and death, 
and parentage of Olive Crocker, who m. Silas Gardner prior to 
1800. 

(d) BAKER. Wanted places of births, deaths and marriage, 
and parentage of Daniel (1745-1824) and Elizabeth (1752-1816) 
Baker. They had ten children, of whom Sarah married Garner 
Allen, and Betsy (or Elizabeth) married Increase McGee 
Caldwell. 

(e) HUBBARD. Wanted maiden name of Ruth (1749-1789), 
first wife of Seth Hubbard, who was b. in Middletown, Conn., 
1750-1, and d. in Sandisfield, Mass., 1834. 

(f) VAN GILDER. Wanted parentage of Zeruiah Van 
Gilder (Van Gelder), b. near Trenton, N. J., 1783; d. Feb. 21, 
1880; m. Feb. 11, 1802, Uriah Johnson (1779-1847). 

(g) MOORE. Wanted name of Jane (1797-1834), first wife 
of Daniel Moore (1783-1867). Both are buried in Holmes Co., 
Ohio, and probably came from Pennsylvania.—V. L. M. 


ANSWERS 


2. (a) ROGERS. It is thought that the querist is misin- 
formed as to the name of the wife of the earliest Thomas Rogers 
in Stratford-on-Avon, and that she was Margaret Parr. The 
marriage of David Rogers to Jane Ketcham is a matter of record. 
It is hoped that we shall have the privilege of printing in the 
GENEALOGIST, articles on several of these Long Island families 
by a gentleman who has made a special study of them.—D. L. J. 


CLIPPINGS 
THE END OF A ROMANCE 


Hartford Courant, issue of 27 May 1807 

Thomas Hutchins has advertised, that I have absented myself 
from his bed and board, and forbid all persons from trusting me 
on his account, and cautioned all persons against making me any 
payment on his account: I now advertise the publick, that the 
said Thomas Hutchins came as a fortune hunter into this town 
about a year ago, with a recommendation, which with some artful 
falsehoods induced me to marry him, and take him into my 
house and bed, from which his brutality has drove me with 
wounds and bruises: he has threatened my life, kept me by 
force from entering my house to take any of my cloathing, 
money, or other property, he has also forcibly detained the 
chest, money and property of my sister:—his fears that any: 
body will trust him are vain, as I will not pay his debts; some 
debts due to me when I married, I hope will not be paid to him: 
I have never heard that any body owed him a debt, if they do, 
they had better pay him immediately, as he will want it, for I 
shall maintain him no longer—Of the four wives he had before 
me, the last he quarreled away, how the other three came by 
their deaths he can best inform the publick—but I caution all 
widows or maidens against marrying him, be their desire for 
matrimony ever so strong. Should he make his advances under 
a feigned name, they may look out for a little struting, talkative, 
feeble, meagre, hatchet fac’d fellow, with spindle shanks, and a 
little warp’d in the back! 


East Windsor, May 22, 1807. 


THANKFUL HvutTcHINS 


SHE GOT HER MAN 


The Daily Record, New Haven, Conn., issue of 2 Sept. 1835 


In Plymouth Jail (Mass.) on 12™ inst. Mr. Henry J. Steven- 
son to Miss Cynthia K. Shaw. The bride was so choice of the 
bridegroom, that she had him deposited in Plymouth Jail for 
safe keeping till the ceremony of publishing was gone through 
with, when she went and had the knot tied. 


BOOK NOTES 
By GiLpert H. Doane, B.A., of Lincoln, Neb. 


In inaugurating this section of THe AMERICAN GENEALOGIST & 
New Haven GENEALOGICAL MAGAZINE a word of explanation may 
not be amiss. We propose to note herein books announced for 
publication and books very recently published of which we have 
seen no copy, which we feel will be of interest to genealogists. 
We expect to note only such books as might otherwise escape the 
attention of our readers, for instance, books which are privately 
printed and are not listed in the usual trade journals and reviews 
which a genealogist is likely to see. Occasionally attention will 
be called to some books which are not strictly genealogical in 
nature, but which contain information such as genealogists 
welcome. Articles of genealogical value appearing in out-of-the- 
way magazines and other publications of a serial nature will also 
be noted. We may even give notice to books not of recent date 
which are valuable to the genealogical student but which may 
have escaped his attention. 

A Record of the Life of David Dudley Field, D.D., His Ances- 
tors and Descendants has been compiled by Emilia R. Field and 
ean be obtained from Mr. John VanMale, 3331 East 14th Avenue, 
Denver, Colorado, for $6.00. This greatly supplements the record 
of Dr. Field’s descendants as given in the Field genealogy pub- 
lished in 1880 by his son, Henry M. Field. It is more than a 
genealogy, it is a history of that branch of the family down to 
1931 and an account of their activities in Stockbridge, Massachu- 
setts, and elsewhere, 

Louis W. Flanders, M.D., has written an account of Simeon 
Ide, which The Tuttle Company of Rutland, Vermont, has pub- 
lished under the title Simeon Ide, Yeoman, Freeman, Pioneer 
Printer ($6.00). The book contains a genealogy of the Ide 
Family, compiled by Edith Flanders Dunbar. 

The Tuttle Company has also published The Jones Genealogy 
($6.00). This is a record of the descendants of Hugh Jones of 
Salem, Massachusetts, compiled by Mrs. Myrtle (Bowen) Clark. 

A History of Waverly, New York, and Vicinity, compiled by 
Charles L. Albertson, is being published serially in the Waverly 
(N. Y.) Sun. The records of some hundred and fifty early 
Waverly families will appear in this history. The first install- 
ment was published in the Sun February 18, 1932. 

The St. Johnsville (N. Y.) Enterprise has been running a 
series of articles on early families in that vicinity, many of them 
of Palatinate origin. Frequently, nearly half of that small news- 
paper is devoted to genealogical material, which, although some- 
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what disorganized, is of great value to the serious genealogist 
dealing with those families, as much of it is contributed by living 
descendants having access to unpublished records. 

Messrs. Jarrold & Sons, Ltd., London Street, Norwich, Eng- 
land, have announced for publication Norwich Freeman, 1548- 
1713. This is to be a transcript of the roll of freeman of that 
city, ‘‘edited’’ by Mr. Percy Millican. It is to be arranged by 
trades, but an index of names is promised. It is of genealogical 
value in that frequently the name of the freeman’s father is 
given. This should be of interest to Americans who have reason 
to believe that their progenitors came from Norwich or the 
vicinity. The advance subscription price is 25 shillings (i. e., at 
the current rate of exchange, roughly $5.00); after publication 
the price will be advanced to 30 shillings (about $6.00). 

A book little known to genealogists yet one of inestimable value 
to them is A Century of Population Growth from the First 
Census of the United States to the Twelfth, 1790-1900, published 
by the Bureau of the Census in 1909. It is a veritable mine of 
information, which can be obtained from other sources only by 
prolonged ‘‘digging’’ and much hard labor. In the first chapter 
one finds an account of the various colonial censuses, listing by 
colony the dates of each census taken therein. Innumerable 
maps, many of them reproductions of maps now difficult to 
obtain, are reprinted in this volume, and especially valuable 
among these are those showing both the original county lines of 
1790 and the present county lines (for the thirteen original 
states, Vermont, Kentucky, and Tennessee). Among the tables 
given, that numbered ‘‘111”’ entitled ‘‘Nomenclature, Dealing 
with Names Represented by at Least 100 White Persons, by 
States and Territories, at the First Census: 1790”’ is particularly 
valuable, since all the known variants of spelling (occurring in 
the 1790 Census) are given for each name, the name being listed 
in its alphabetical place under the generally accepted spelling. 
For instance, we note that there were 44 heads of families named 
Askew and that the name was spelt also ‘‘ Askue,’’ ‘‘ Askyou,”’ 
and ‘‘ Asque’’ at that time; that there are twenty variants in 
the spelling of the name Runnels, not to mention those that 
might have crept in under the thirty-four variants listed under 
Reynolds. Moreover, in Chapter X a lengthy summary of the 
types of surnames is to be found, and a discussion of their 
nationality. All in all, it is a book worth considerable study. 


GENEALOGICAL ITEMS FROM THE MEDICAL 
JOURNAL OF JOHN WINTHROP 


Abstracted by the late Cot. CHARLES E. BANKS 


[The Winthrop Medical Journal is an almost neglected source 
of genealogical information. Yet it is a contemporary source of 
first importance. As a physician, Winthrop treated many per- 
sons, chiefly in Connecticut. He entered the names of his 
patients, their ages, their ailments, and his prescriptions. Quite 
often, he added also a brief note as to their relationships. 
Probably the reason for that was the medical belief of the time 
that there were four distinct temperaments, and Winthrop had 
probably noted that persons of the same family often possessed 
a similar physical constitution. Hence, if he had treated a 
relative of a patient, his record of that case might aid him in 
diagnosing and prescribing for the present case. The ages of 
young children were stated quite exactly, as the dose was often 
graduated according to age. 

The Winthrop Medical Journal, with the other Winthrop 
manuscripts, is the property of the Massachusetts Historical 
Society, and in time will be published in full. Some years ago, 
Col. Banks, a member of the Society, abstracted the items of 
genealogical importance, and kindly placed in our hands a ear- 
bon copy of his abstracts. Upon learning of our intention to 
publish the records of Connecticut families, on his own initiative 
he gave written permission to use his Winthrop abstracts. In 
order to make the genealogical data immediately available in 
the form most convenient for genealogical students, we have 
arranged the items by family and herewith begin printing them 
in alphabetical sequence,* under the name of Col. Banks as a 
tribute to his 


ApAms, p. 363. Jeremy’s dau. Hannah m. Jonathan Smith. 

ApaAMs. p. 725. 1667. Edward of Winsor, ae. 60 yrs. or more. 

Apams. p. 408. 1659. Thomas; servant to Yale. 

ApaAMs. p. 712. 1666. Benjamin ae. abt. 16; servant to J. 
Richards, Hartford. 

ALEXANDER. p. 726. George’s dau. m. Thomas Webster. 

— p. 620. 1666. Sarah, ae. 14, dau. of Perceval Cake’s 

. wife. 

ALLEN. p. 425. Northampton, 1659. Sam. his wife ae, 17% 
yrs.; hath been but half year married; G. Woodford’s dau. 
ALLEN. p. 557. 1664. Nehemiah, ae. 30; son of Goodman 

Hulbart’s wife of Northampton. 
* The letter ‘‘G.”’ must not be taken for a personal initial; it is usually an abbreviation 


for “‘Goodman.’”’ We have modernized the reading; thus, “John Scot his wife” is 
rendered “John Scot’s wife.’’—Editor. 
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ANDREWS. p. 675. 1666. John of Farmington, ae. abt. 50 yrs. 

ANDREWS. p. 72. 1658. Edward, ae. 30. 

Anprews. p. 768. 1667. Ruth Lilly 19 yrs., Hartford, sister 
of J. Andrews’ wife. 

Anprews. p. 79. Hartford, 1657. Thomas, 20 yrs. old, Mr. 
Andrews’ son; Hester ‘‘dwells with Ens. Talcot.’’ 

Anprews. p. 404. [1658]. William, senex; Samuel, his son. 

ARNOL, p. 187. 1659. Joseph’s wife, G. Willet’s dau. 

ARNOLD. p. 666. Hartford, 1666. Mrs. Susan, 68 yrs. 

ARNOLL. p. 85. Hartford, 1657/8. John the old man. 

ArNoL. p. 94. Hartford, 1657/8. Mary, servant to John 
White. 

ArNoL. p. 710. 1667. Widow, above 70 yrs., Hartford. 

ARNOLL. p. 100. 1657/8. Josias, 30 yrs., son of the old John. 

ASHLEY. p. 610. 1665. , 14 yrs., son of Robert of 
Springfield. 

Bacon. p. 425. Northampton, 1659. Lois Stanley, dau. of G. 
Bacon’s wife, formerly of Hartford. 

Bamey. p. 739. 1667. Mary, 14 yrs., dau. of Joseph of 
Huntington, L. I. 

Baker. p. 271. Windsor, 1657. Joan Baker ae. 30 yrs. the 
widow of Jeffrey Baker, dau. of Susé Grant by her first hus- 
band G. Rockwell. 

Bampricu. p. 691. 1666. Mrs. Bambrich widow, grand- 
mother of Mrs, Plum of Hartford. 

BampricH. p. 837. 1668. Mrs. Jusha ae. abt. 70 yrs. 

Bancrorr. p. 267. 1661. John the ferryman. 

Bancrort. p. 291. Winsor, 1658. 

Jno. 6 yrs. 
Nath. 4 
Ephr. 2 

Barser, p. 894. 1669. Martha Coggin ae. 21, sister to John 
Barber’s wife, Winsor. 

Barber. p. 613. 1665. Thomas’ wife, Winsor, old Mr. Phelps’ 
dau. 

Barser. p. 562. 1664. Thomas’ wife was Mercy Phelps, dau. 
of Mr. Phelps of Winsor. 

Barber. p. 906. Sarah m. Timothy Hale, q. v. 

BarpeN. p. 69. 1657. Nathaniel, ae. 66. 

BarpveNn. p. 677. 1666. Thomas Bearden of Hartford, ae. 74 
yrs, 

BaRDWELL. p. 695. 1666. Mary wife of Thomas, dau. of G. 
Ward of Hartford. 

BaRDWELL, p. 758. 1667. Mary, ae. 19 or 20, wife of Thomas 
Burdwell now at Barbadus, she lives with G. Wiard her father 
at Hartford. 
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Baruey. p. 740. 1667. Richard of Huntington, L. I. 
Barnarp. p. 248. 1660. Bartho’s wife. 
Barnarp. p. 93. Hartford, 1657/8. Hannah dau. of the 
barber. 
BarNarp. p. 101. 1658. G. the Maltster of Hartford. 
Barnes. p. 505. Wethersfield, 1661. Elizabeth, ae. 14 yrs., 
at George Kilburne’s. 
Barnes. p. 649. 1666. Martha, ae. 23 yrs. dau. of 
Barnes ‘‘that lives at a farme on est sid N Haven river.’’ 
Bartuett. p. 703. 1667. John of Winsor, ae. 61 yrs. 
Bartuett. p. 599. 1665. Benjamin’s wife of Winsor, 25 yrs., 
married 5 weeks. 
Bartuetr. p. 415. Guilford,1659. George and his son George. 
George and his son John. 
BaskeM. p. 714. 1666. , above 60 yrs., Northampton. 
Bates. p. 888. Sister of J. Bates’ wife m. J. Jaggar, q. v. 
Baysy. p. 217. 1660. 
Mary 21 yrs. 
Lydia 18 
Baysey. p. 623. 1666. Sam Burr of Hartford m. G. Baysey’s 
dau, 
Baysy. p. 639. 1666. John senex of Hartford abt. 50 yrs. 
Baysey. p. 69. Hartford, 1657. Elizabeth, 72 yrs. old. 
Baysey. p. 74. Hartford, 1657. John, above 40 yrs. 
Bearsuey. p. 535. 1663. Sam Bearsley’s wife abt. 22 yrs. 
She was Abigail Clarke dau. of John of New Haven. 
Beaumonp. p. 727. 1667. Lydia, 40 yrs., wife of Wm. of 
Saybrook, 
Beckuey. p. 404. New Haven, 1658. Sergeant. 
Beckiy. p. 505. 1661. , 20 yrs., son to Mr. Willis’ 
servant at Wethersfield. 
BECKLEY. p. 22. 1657. Sergt. Becklies son of 4 yrs. 
BeckwirH. p. 427. New London, 2 Apr. 1660. , ae. 
%%4 yr. 
BeckwiTH. p. 379. Pequot, 1657. 
Matthew Beckwith 
his wife 
Matt ae. 12 yrs. 
Eliz. ae. 10 
Sarah ae. 714% 
Joseph ae. 4 
BeckwitH. p. 71. 1657. Mary, ae. 14, at G. Barnard’s. 
Breese. See Reskue. 
BELDEN. p. 332. Wethersfield, 1658. Samuel, ae. 26 yrs., mar- 
ried. 
Bemonp. p. 732. 1667. ‘‘Lidia Bemond: W: his wife’’ 40 
yrs. Saybrook. [William’s wife] 


‘ 
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BENFIELD. p. 403. 1658. Of West Cheshire, ill at G. Sadler’s 
at Wethersfield. 

BenHaM. p. 729. 1667. John’s wife of New Haven, she was 
G. Hur[st’s] daughter of Charlestown. [Part of name Hurst 
blotted ] 

Betts. p. 498. John, uncle of Elizabeth Wheeler, q. v. 

Beets.* p. 28. 1657. Goodman the maron. N. Haven. 

Bmwwe.u. p. 864. 1668. , 50 yrs., wife of John of 
Hartford, other side of river. 

p. 231. 1660. 

John 12 yrs. 


Sarah 7 
Dan 4 
Hannah 1% 


See Meakins. 

BiaeaLo. p. 783. 1667/8. John—‘‘see Jan. 3 1666 was then 
single he is now married to Rebec. Omsted.’’ 

Biees. p. 660. 1666. Wm. 61 yrs. Wethersfield. 

Brrp. p. 474. See Scot. 

Birp. p. 477. Farmington, 1659. 
dau. 

Birpseye. p. 535, 1663. John of Stratford, 23 years. 

BisHop. p. 410. 1659. Steven, very deaf. Guilford. 

Bissett. p. 285. Winsor, 1658. John’s wife, 69 yrs. 

Bissett. p. 609. 1666. Nathaniel, married man, son of John 
Senor of Winsor. 

BuacKLEACH. p. 627. See Hodges, 

BuacKMAN. p. 435. Stratford, 1660. 
Stiles’ dau. 

BLAKESLEE. p. 37. 1657. Goodman Blakeslee’s wife Goodman 
Parker’s dau. of New Haven, she came from Farmington. 
Buss. p. 505. 1661. Hester, dau. of Widow of Springfield ; 

‘“she is like her sister y* died last winter.’’ 

Buss. p. 680. 1666. Hester Foster wife of Edward of 
Springfield, dau. of Widow Bliss of Springfield, sister of 
Elizabeth Bliss, ae. 26. They were twins. 

Buss. p. 377. Springfield, 1660. John Scot’s wife, Widow 
Bliss’ dau. 

Bonp. p. 397. E. Hampton, 1658. Robert & wife Jane; dau. 
Mary ae. 16. 

Bonp. p. 668. 1666. Mary Osburne wife of Thos. of East- 
hampton, ae. 24 yrs., dau, of Mr. Bond of that place. Rebecca 
Bond, dau. of Bond of Easthampton, 17 yrs. old. 

Borpen. p. 885. 1668. Hannah of Meadfield, 52 yrs., wife of 
Thomas. 


’s wife, Mr. Steele’s 


’s wife, Mrs 


* The name may be Beels; or Beets, intended for Betts. 
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Borman. p. 620. 1666. Abiah Borman of Wethersfield, for- 
merly Abiah Kimberly, 

Bostick. p. 435. Stratford, 1660. Ellen wife of . 

BosweELL. p. 337. Wethersfield, 1658. Jeames of Hockanum. 

Bowen. p. 440. New London, 1660. Thomas the cooper. 

Boykin. p. 438. New Haven, 1659. Jervaise’s wife. 

Bracket. p. 761. 1667. John’s wife of N. Haven. 

Bracket. p. 160. Hartford, 1658, at Capt. Lord’s. 

Priscilla Bracket ae. 13 yrs. 
Nath: ae. 10 
Dorothy Ingersol ae. 7 yrs. 

Bracket. p. 13. 1657. The surgeon’s wife. 

BracketT, p. 83. 1658. Priscilla Brackett ae. 10 yrs.; ‘‘she 
dwells with Mr. Richard [Lord?] her father who dwells at 
Braintre in Massachusett fear worms.’’ 

Bracy. p. 93. Hartford, 1657/8. Hanna, ae. 18 yrs. 

Braprorp, p. 608. 1666. ‘‘Mrs Bradford Martha wife of Mr 
of Norwich Mrs Smith her sister.’’ 

Braver. p. 705. 1667. ‘‘Daniell of 30 [mile| Island Gerard 
Spencers son in law hath sciatica.”’ 

Bringes. p. 623. 1666. Elisha, 16 yrs., servant to James 
Richards, Hartford. 


BRINKLEY. p. 222. 1660. William, he lives at Mr. Willard’s. 
Bronson. p. 299. Farmington, 1657. Children of John: 
John Brunson ae. 15 
Isaac ae. 12 


Abraham ‘“‘ ae. 10 

Bronson. p. 299. See Wiat. 

Bronson. p. 301. Richard Brunson (brother of John), his 
wife, 1657. 

Bronson. p. 62. 1657. Sarah, G. Hopkins’ sister, 18 yrs. 

Bronson. p. 63. 1657. Sarah dau. of Richard of Farmington. 

Bronson. p. 907. 1669. Jacob, 28 yrs., son of Brun- 
son Sen’; ‘‘still a bachelor.’’ 

Brooks. p. 939. 1669. Susan wife of John of Winsor, ae. 37 
yrs. 

Brooks. p. 531. 1663. Elizabeth Brooks kinswoman to old 
Mrs. Willis but lives at Winsor with Mr. Tho. Allen, 

Brooks. p. 747. 1667. Susan wife of John of Winsor, ae. 47 
[41?] yrs. [Does not agree with record above. ] 

Brookes. p. 799. 1668. Burgean Andrew* a young man, a 
Frenchman, at Julian Bulliere’s house who is husband to 
Elizabeth Brookes at Saybrook. 

Browne. p. 257. 1661. Hannah, granddau. of Widow Watts. 


* Possibly the names should be reversed. 
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Browne. p. 728. 1667. Mary, 12 yrs., dau. of Francis of 
Stamford, lives with Nath' Reskue of Hartford as his adopted 
dau. 

- Browne. p. 386. Middletown, 1658. Widow of Walter Sen. 
Browne. p. 605. 1665. Peter’s wife of Winsor, miller. 
Browne. p. 655. 1666. Peter’s wife, dau. of old Jon(?) Gil- 

lett. 

Browne. p. 603. 1665. Peircis wife of [ ] Browne of 
Boston, seaman. ‘‘She is daughter of Peircis Harrison the 
rope makers wife of Boston by a former husband.”’ 

BrunpisH. p. 663. 1666. John, 30 yrs., of Rie. 

Buck. p. 313. 1657. Emanuel alias Enoch his wife, Wethers- 
field. 

Buckuanp. p. 798. 1668. Wife of Thomas was dau. of Wil- 
liams, q. Vv. 

BuckKLAND. p. 267. 1657.: Mary dau. of Thomas, 12 yrs. old. 

&X< Buetit. p. 798. 1668. Mary Mills, 27, wife of Simon of Win- 

sor, formerly Mary Buell. 

>< Bueutu. p. 464. Winsor, 1659. Mary, ae. 18. 

Bue. p. 269. Winsor, 1657. Samuel, 16 yrs. old; his father 
is William Buell the joyner. 

Buewu. p. 653. 1666. Timothy Pamer his wife is Hana Buell 


that was. 
Buutt. p. 705. 1667. Ruth, 24 yrs., dau. of Lieut. Thos. 
Buti. p. 229. 1660. David, 10 yrs. 
Buin. p. 237. 1660/1. Jonathan, 12 yrs. 
Abigail, 8 yrs. 
Buuu. p. 444. 1664. Ruth, 21 yrs., dau. of Leift. of Hartford. 
Buty. p. 513. 1663. Thomas, 17 years. 


BULLIEERE. p. 657. See Brookes. 

Bunce. p. 714. Thos. Buns, 24 yrs., son of Thomas. 

Bunce. p. 252. 1661. Mary Buns 16 yrs. 

Thos. Buns Jr. 18 yrs. 

Buns. p. 638. 1665/6. White’s widow, dau. of Thos. Buns. 

BurRNHAM. p. 731. Podunk, 1667. Thomas’s wife, 45 years. 

Burr. p. 751. Hartford, 1667. Hannah, 19 yrs., dau. of Ben- 
jamin. 

Burr. p. 726. 1667. Ben’s wife, 50 yrs. 

Burr. p. 761. 1667. Anne Bur, 49 yrs., wife of old Ben Burr 
of Hartford. 

Burr. p. 787. 1667/8. Anne Bur wife of Benjamin; ‘‘her 
sirname when she was a maid was Hanna.’’ 

Burr. p. 549. 1664. Sam Bur: 24 yr: a married man of 
Hartford son of old gdman Bur. 

Burr. p. 623. 1666. Sam Bur of Hartford married G. Bay- 
sey’s dau. 

Burr. p. 250. 1660. Sam!, 22 yrs. 
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Burrows. p. 559. 1664. Robert and wife 
sons John 17 yrs. 
Sam! 16 yrs. 
Burwe.u. p. 490. 1660. James, lives with Thos. Edwards of 
Hockanum. 
BusHNELL. p. 629. 1666. Jonathan Smith’s wife of Wethers- 
field was dau. of Francis Bushnell. 
BuSsHNELL, p. 912. 1669. Grace wife of Francis of Saybrook, 
Buswe.u. p. 819. 1668. Wife of Sam. Buswell of Salsbury. 
She was Mr. Winsley’s dau. of Salsbury and Richard Smith 
of Hockanum is her kinsman. 
Butter. p. 810. 1668. Benedicta wife of John of Hartford, 
leather dresser. 
Butter. p. 21. 1657. Richard’s wife, aged above 40. 
Butter. p. 735. 1667. Benedicta, ae. 30, wife of John of 
Hartford. 
Butier. p. 610. 1666. Mrs Sam. of Thirty Island now at 
Hartford. 
CaKeE. See Alison. 
CaKE. p. 825. 1668. Thomas, 12 yrs., son of Goody Cake of 
Hartford. 
CARRINGTON. p. 668. 1666. Wife of John Kerrington of 
Farmington. 
CARRINGTON. p. 933. 1669. John, 2 yrs., son of John of 
Farmington. 
Carter. p. 270. Windsor, 1657. Joshua, 19 yrs., son of 
Arthur Williams’ wife. 
Case, p. 527. 1663. Richard of Winsor; married. 
Case. p. 530. 1663. Richard’s wife of Winsor; ‘‘she was 
Eliz. Purchas Nic: pamer his wifes daughter.”’ 
—- p. 549. 1664. John, 21 yrs., son of Thos. of Hart- 
ord. 
CaTuin. p. 86. 1657/8. Thomas’s wife; ‘‘Catringham but 
commonly Catlin.’’ 
CHATFIELD. p. 2. 1657. George the glazier of Guilford. 
CHESTER. p. 572. 1664. Mrs. Prudence of Charlestowne. 
CHEDsEY. p. 648. 1666. John, 14 yrs. 
Cuipsey. p. 536. 1663. Goodman of New Haven, shoemaker, 
Children: John 13 yrs. 
Joseph 9 
Daniel 7 
Caleb 2% 
CHURCH. » 198. 1659. , 63 yrs 
CLAPP. 887. 1668. Joane, 51 yrs., ag of Capt. Clap of 
Secbatin dau. of Old Thos Ford of Winsor. 
CLARK. p. 634. 1665/6. Jeames Clarke of Stratford, married 
man, brother to Nath’. Sanford’s wife. 


x 
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CLARKE. p. 535. 1663. Sam Bearsley, his wife, abt. 22 yrs., 
she was Abigail Clarke dau. of John of New Haven. 

CLARKE. p. 889. 1669. Fox, abt. 80 yrs., widow, of 
Winsor; sister to old Mr. Clarke of Hadley. 

—_— p. 842. 1668. John, who keeps the ordinary at Mil- 
ord. 
CuaRKE. p. 740. 1667. Richard, 5 yrs., son of Richard of 
Southold on Long Island, whale striker and bote carpenter. 
CLARKE. p. 7. 1657. Hester, ae. 12, at Elsie’s the 
cooper. [New Haven] 

CLARKE. p. 679. 1666. Thomas’s wife of Hartford, goodman 
Lester’s dau., now in travail of her first child. 

CLARKE. p. 26. 1657. John Clarke, G. Doolittle’s man, abt. 
18 yrs., New Haven. 

CuaRKE. p. 549. 1664. Thomas, 24 yrs., son of Nicholas of 
Hartford. 

CLEERE. See Milner. 

CLow. p. 705. Grandfather of Elizabeth Wilie. 

CLow. p. 234. 1660. Elizabeth, 3 yrs. 

CLow. p. 636. 1665/6. Senior’s wife, 77 yrs., ‘‘stroke.’’ 

Cor. p. 944. Date uncertain. A girl of 8 or 9, dau. of 
Coe of New Haven; her mother, Mr. [Mi]chell’s and Mrs. 
Peirson’s sister. 

Cogan. p. 894, 1669. Martha, aged 21, sister to John Barker’s 
wife. [Winsor] 

Cote. p. 84. Hartford, 1657/8. Anne, 16 yrs., dau. of Cole 
the carpenter. 

Cote. p. 608. 1665. Rachel wife of John of Hartford. 

Cote. p. 244. 1660. Sam the caxypenter’s son. 

Cote. p. 247. 1660. Nathaniel son of the carpenter. 

Couturier. pp. 752 and 737. 1667. Elizabeth wife of Joseph of 
Hartford, dau. of Robert Sanford. Recently married. 

Cott. p. 678. 1666. Hester wife of Colt of Podunk. 

Cott. p. 139. Hartford, 1658. John, servant to Mr. Miggot. 

Comstock. p. 559. 1664, 

Elizabeth 5 yrs. 
Mary 3 yrs. 

CONCKLYNE. p. 812. 1668. newly married to Mr. 

Joseph Youngs dau.; he a son of John Conckline of Southold. 


(See page 64) 


THE AMERICAN GENEALOGIST 
OUR PURPOSES AND POLICIES 


With the present issue, a new genealogical magazine is 
launched. Though for the sake of continuity, and to retain the 
good-will won under the name of the New Haven Genealogical 
Magazine, that name is still employed as a sub-title and the pres- 
ent volume is numbered IX, the enlarged scope and usefulness of 
the magazine in its new form will be at once apparent to our 
old subscribers. 

The Editor-in-Chief has worked under a great strain for many 
months past, for in addition to the compilation and preparation 
for publication of the Index to Genealogical Periodicals, and his 
regular professional work, the launching of the new magazine 
has proved a task of considerable magnitude. Many hundreds 
of circulars had to be mailed, and many letters answered, besides 
the preparation of material for the first issue, the proof-reading 
and other editorial labors. As we go to press, the formation of 
an editorial staff has not yet been quite completed, and the 
arrangements for the staff were not made early enough to enable 
us to include many articles in the present issue from the pens of 
the Contributing Editors. 

Of necessity, therefore, this first issue contains more Con- 
necticut data, and more articles from the pen of the Editor-in- 
Chief, than later issues should contain. Before the volume is 
completed, we hope that we shall be able to produce a more 
balanced magazine, and to maintain that balance when achieved. 

It may be asked: what is the need for another genealogical 
magazine? And what is the motive of the editors in founding 
THe AMERICAN GENEALOGIST? Be it granted, that there are 
already several publications which serve the genealogical needs 
of their own sections of the country, some extremely well, and 
others moderately well. 

In the first place, Connecticut has had no genealogical maga- 
zine of its own. Periodicals published in Boston and New York 
have contained Connecticut material from time to time, much of 
which has been excellent, but the amount these periodicals can 
publish is of necessity limited. We plan to devote a reasonable 
portion of each of our issues to the publication of early Con- 
necticut records, beginning with records back of 1700. 

We shall not limit the date too closely, and hope later to pub- 
lish records of later periods. Neither shall we set too strict a 
geographical limit, for we hope to publish early data of the 
families of Long Island and of the Connecticut Valley region of 
Massachusetts, which were so closely associated with Connecticut 
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families. Finally, we hope to publish material from the records 
of Vermont and central and western New York, the pioneers of 
which came so largely from southern New England. The whole 
project is very ambitious, but if Heaven grants us a few more 
years of life, and enough subscribers to carry the cost of the 
GENEALOGIST, we ought to be able to make available to genealog- 
ical students a large amount of extremely valuable data. 

But in order to gain those subscribers, and in view of the fact 
that Connecticut is a small state, we shall publish from time to 
time articles treating of early generations of colonial families 
outside of our special sphere. We shall also, if possible, publish 
articles on European antecedents of American pioneers. Most 
important, to many subscribers, will be our articles on early 
records, their use and interpretation, for the instruction of inex- 
perienced genealogists. 

Last but not least, there will be book reviews and book notes. 
These should prove of unusual value both to genealogists and to 
librarians, for they will call attention to many publications not 
generally known or used. The reviews will be as generous as is 
consonant with the high standards we have adopted, but they 
will be candid. We consider it unfortunate that so many gene- 
alogical books of small merit see the light. Books printed exclu- 
sively for private distribution do not concern us. But any 
genealogical book which is offered for sale should measure up 
to a minimum standard of excellence. Let us explain at the start 
what we conceive this standard to be, 

A genealogical book should be serviceably (and by preference 
attractively) bound, and printed on a reasonably good grade of 
paper. It should be adequately indexed. The arrangement of 
the data should be readily intelligible to any intelligent reader ; 
and preferably the arrangement should conform in major 
respects to one of the two or three standard forms with which 
genealogical students are most familiar because of their general 
employment. The material itself should indicate accuracy of 
the compiler, both in compiling and in proof-reading. If state- 
ments made are drawn from previously printed sources, the 
references should be given. If statements and conclusions are 
based on original research, this should be indicated in some way. 

These, briefly, are our standards, and they are the standards 
which are generally acknowledged and followed in every branch 
of historical research except genealogy, which too often has been 
the diversion of the uninformed and the inexperienced. We 
hereby adopt these standards as applicable to genealogical pub- 
lications. Should the GeNEALoagisT itself ever lapse from these 
standards, we hope that we shall be criticized, severely if need be, 
for our own good. 
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The general policy of the magazine, therefore, is to try to 
elevate genealogical standards and to serve the needs of the 
genealogical public, We should like to make of it a vehicle for 
the better element of the genealogical profession. We wish also 
to include in it material that will be useful to beginners who seek 
the knowledge that will make them more proficient students of 
genealogy. We shall welcome suggestions from our subscribers 
as to improving the magazine and making it more useful to them. 
We shall do our utmost to carry out helpful suggestions, only 
asking our subscribers to remember that their desires are bound 
to differ in some respects, and that we cannot please every sub- 
seriber in every article of every issue. 

None of the older periodicals performs precisely the function 
which it is our aim to have the GENEALOGIST perform. We believe 
that a magazine based on the purposes and policies outlined 
should find a ready welcome. In that belief we have assumed 
the financial risk of issuing the GENEALOGIST. Success is not yet . 
assured, and we request every subscriber who is in sympathy 
with our purposes to co-operate with us towards the enlargement 
of our subscription list. 


We are grateful to the Massachusetts Historical Society for 
permitting the publication in this issue of genealogical items 
from the Medical Journal of John Winthrop. Because of the 
unusual number of names beginning with B, those printed con- 
stitute nearly one-quarter of the items abstracted by Colonel 
Banks. These abstracts are protected by copyright, and should 
not be reprinted in any form without special permission of the 
Massachusetts Historical Society. 

Since that Society plans to publish the entire Journal, and has 
not authorized publication of the remaining abstracts, we do not 
plan to continue the present series. The installment printed 
herein will have served its purpose if it calls to the attention 
of students of Connecticut genealogy the unique importance of 
the Winthrop papers in general, and of the Medical Journal in 
particular. 
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